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ABSTRACT 

This is an evaluation of a program designed to 
orovide continuity of instruction in reading and mathematics for 
pregnant school age girls in New York City The program was designed 
to provide instruction for monolingual and bilingual 
rnguli-spanish) students. Selected students were two or more years 
retarded in reading and/or mathematics. Spanish speaking students 
received English as a second language instruction. Nine hundred 
prSgiInt school age girls participated in the program. Seven hundred 
and fifty were involved in reading and mathematics programs. One 
hundred and fifty were involved in bilingual instruction. Three 
huSdrJd students were in grades 1. S, and 9. Six hundred students 
were in grades 10, 11, and 12. Diagnostic testing using the 
individual Fupil Monitoring System (IPMS) was implemented. As a 
desalt of this program more than 80% of the students involved 
aShioved master? of at least one instructional objective in reading 
an'/or mathematics. Evidence showed, however, ^hat many students had 
m"stpred a significant number of objectives prior to instruction. 
IrolilTs associated with the program included excessive absence and 
delivery of baby as well as staffing problems, a lack of sufficient 
materials and equipment and the late arrival of iiagnostic materials. 
Appendices include tables of detailed information on criterion 
referenced tests used in the program. (Author/PR) 
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chapter 1 
TliS PROGRAII 

This program was designed to provide continuity of instruction m 
reading and mathematics for eligible pregnant school age girls -md, for 
a portion of that population, bilingual English-Spanish instruction for 

the same purpose. 

students were selected for participation in the corrective reading 
and corrective irathematics programs on the basis of their being at least 
two years retarded in reading and/or mathen^tics as rr.ea ••urec, in grade 
equivalents on th-. Metropolitan Achievement Test OfAT) or t.e California 
Achievement Test (CAT). Students who received instruction within the 
Bilingual component were those no whom English was a second language and 
who had served two or more years below grade level in reading and/or 
mathematics on the >'AT ard below achievement levels comparable to two-year 
retardation on the tests in Spanish. 

The school population was composed of pregnant girls who were in 
attendance during the regular school year at one of the six facilities 
for pregnant girls in :^ew York City. Two of the facilities also housed a 
Bilingual component. Approximately 900 pregnant secondary school age 
students participated during the school year. 750 in corrective reading 
and TTiithematics and' 150 in bilingual instruction. There were about 300 
in grades seven, eight, and nine and 600 in grades ten. eleven, and twelve, 
nve of the facilities were day schools; the sLxth, which was new to the 
program this year, consisted of si:, institutional sites located in the Bron:. 
Brooklyn, and Manhattan. The program was under the supervision of the 
Office of Special Education. 

Student activities in the area of corrective reading were aevoted " 



to developing reading in the content areas. In addition, the pror.ran 
was designed to foster independence in the use of word-attack and com- 
prehension skills. Through diagnostic testing, using the Individual 
Pupil Monitoring System (I?MS) in reading, student needs were assessed; 
specific treatment was reccraended on the basis of IFMS results and from 
pupil-teacher, teacher-teacher, and teacher -guidance counselor conferences 
Students engaged in such activities as working with reading exercises to 
improve word -attack and comprehension skills and reading for enjoyment. 
In seme facilities Project Think vas central to the prescriptive phase 
of the program, whereas in others EDL materials and equipment were 
featured; seme sites did not emphasir.e c-my one particular commercial 
material. In all facilities, teacheiT-made and/or collected materials 
xjere used, especially in the institutional facility. 

A similar diagnostic-prescriptive approach was implemented in 
mathematics using the IPMS in mathematics. Student activities vers 
devoted to the development of basic skills, drills for the reinforcement 
of concepts, exploration of mathemiitics laboratory materials, practice 
in problem solving, and practice and reinf orcem.ent of skills in consumer 
mathematics. liners possible, calculators, comptometers, and other busine^ 
machines T7ers used in the program. ^ 

To improve reading skills in English and Spanish and mathematics 
skills, students in the Bilingual Component received instrttction in read- 
ing, mathematics, social studies, and clerical and office skills in 
Spanish and English. 

Each participant attended a facility five days a week, five hours a 
day, from 9 A.M. to' 3 P.M. during the academic school year, A prer.r.ant 
student remained at a particular facility through delivery, s^txie r-tnrnln 
to a re^^ular school before the end of the school year. Thus, studencs 



participated in the progran at a facility for var:.'ing periods of time. In 
five schools (911M. 93 li;. 932::. and 9^1Q) students received ve.kly 

a minunum of five instructional periods in corrective reading and five 
instructional periods in corrective ^.athematics . In P-912M pupils received 
approximately one period each week for corrective reading and one period 
each week for corrective r.athen^atics . TL-ne spent in bilingual instruction 
varied according to pupil needs vhich were diagnosed by teachers on the 
basis of the I'AT and the Prueba de Lectura. 

One corrective reading teacher vas assigned to each facility except 
for P-911M and P-932K where two reading teachers were employed. One 
corrective xiithe^tics teacher was assigned to each facility except for 
P-9311C where two educational assistants were einploy.d. Except for P-912:-!, 
each teacher worked with an educational assistant. In P-931K three 
educational assistants worked with the tax le^ mathematics teacher to 
iniplonient the progratr in corrective Mthematics. Supportive services 
consisted- of a guidance counselor and social worker in each day facility. 
P-912M had only the services of one guidance counselor. One school 
psychologist served all facilities. In P-911M a parent program .isistant 
was employed in the corrective reading program to perform such dutie. as ^ 
assisting students with horr.ewcrk assignir.ents in reading, visiting hoxes-, 
encouraging regular attendance a.^d participation In school activities, and 
serving as a liaison with parents, school, and ccimv lity. A teacher and 
paraprofessional were employed in each Bilingual l.oiu,. ^.ent. 

In each facility classes in corrective reading and corrective 
tr^thematics were smiill: in most cases there were no more than ten students 
in each class: in seme cases the teacher-pupil ratio was as low as 1:3. .The 
Bilingual Component had classes of similar size. 



chapter II 
mLUATrvS PR0C2DURSS 
As stated in the evaluation design, the evaluation objectivea were 

given as : 

1 -•EvaluacionObjGCtivejH: To determine if, as a result of 
* participation in the program, 70 percent of the pupils master . 
instructional objectives in reading and nunthematics which 
prior to the program they did not master at the rate of one 

objective for each subject per month of instruction (maxtmm 

of six)." 

7 " Evaluation Obiactive #2 : To determine, as a result of 
participation in the program, the extent to which pupils 
demonstrate mastery of instructional objectives. 

3 ■'7.val uation Objective ?>3 : To determine whether, as a result 
of participation in the program of Bilingual Instruction in 
reading, the reading grade of the non-English speaking preg- 
nant students in both English and Spanish will show a 
statistically significant difference between the pretest 
scores and the posttest scores." 

4 "^.v aluation Obiactive To dcf-rmine whether, as a raoult 
of participation in the program of Bilingual Instruction in_ 
mathematics, the, matheMtics grade of the non-English speaking 
pra-nant studenfs vill show a statistically significant dilrrer- 
ence between the pretast scores and the posttest scores. 

5 "Evaluation Objective ?;5 ; To determixiP the extent to which 
the program, as actually carried out, coincided with the 
program as described in the Project Proposal." 

The extent to which the first two objectives ware accomplished was 
determined by analyzing rasults from the two diagnostic-prescriptive- tests, 
IPMS in raading and Mthematics. The MAT or CAT grade equivalent scores, 
given at the time of entry to the school, wera used to determine in which 
of the levels of the two tests a student should begin. 

The testing programs for both reading and matheiratics were similar 
and somewhat complex, involving substantial clerical work on the part of 
taachers. For example, teachers first used the student's loAT score cc 
determine ■-•hat level of the IPIiS the student should receive. The student 
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than vas assigned a apecific l.vel of the I?MS to determine the objectives 
that the student needed to work on for inproven-.ent in reading or mathen-.atics. 
The tests veri adr.inistared individually, in. snail groups, and, in sorr.a 
instances, to -^aole classes periodically throusncut the school year 
pupils entered a facility. Test itsrr.s were scored and results were re- 
corded on an individual profile sheet, provided by the test publisher, 
that indicated which of the test publisher's objectives a student had 
Postered and which she had failed to ir.astar. There were five or ten items 
for each instrxictiona 1 objective Ln IPMS, depending upon test level. A 
studeit waa considered to have dei^onstrated mastery of the objective if she 
corr3ctly answerad three of the five or eight of the ten items. 

The teacher next recorded the results of this pretesting on class 
evaluation records, a separate sheet for each IFMS level, that contained 
the nanes of all the students in the class and the list of instr^ictional 
obj.3ccives. The specific objectives in corrective reading and corrective 
^mathematics are in the Appendix. Teachers recorded an "N" on the class 
evaluation record for a particular instructional objective if the student 
did not show irastery and recorded an "I-l" where the student did show mastery. 

After completing part or all of the entry testing, students were 
assigned work relating to the test publisher's instructional objectives 
for which they had not achieved rastery. Teachers and teaching aides worked 
individually with the student until the teacher believed that the sti;dent 
had a firm grasp of the instructional objective. Ar. that tine, the teacher 
or teaching aide administered the "raster/" or posttest, again individually 
or in small groups. The mastery or posttcsts were parallel forms of the 
pretast. If the student shewed mastery of the instructional objectives on 
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this testis;, the teacher entered an 'M" next to the "N" on the appropriate 
evaluation record to indicate th^t the s-.udent had received instruction and 
mastered the objective. If the student failed on the second testinp,. she 
was. assigned more work and tested a third time. This procesfcwas repeated 
as often as necessary. 

The main limitation of the tests used in t he evaluation vas that 
they were designed for elementary school children and were being used with 
junior and senior high school aged girls. For example, a student could be 
in grade 10 and have a reading grade equivalent score of 3.0 yhich would 
qualify her for the corrective reading program; yet there would be no 
appropriate level of I?MS for that student, as the m-iS reading tests cover 
only grades 1 through 6. This was a minor problem in IPMS math since those 
tests cover grades 1 throut;h 8. 

At Che end of May. class evaluation records were collected and sent 
to the evaluator for data analysis. The analytic procedure consisted of 
nbtainlng a number of distributions including: (a) the distribution of 
Students failing to achieve rr^stevf prior to instruction and not receiving 
sufficient instruction to achieve mastery ; Co) the distribution of student 
achieving master-' prior to instruction; (c) the distribution of student 
rr^stery resulting from instruction; (d) the distribution of the number of 
objectives mastered after instruction; and (e) the distribution of the per- 
centage of students achieving various levels of mastery. 

The MAT in reading and the Prucba de Lectura were administered for 
Evaluation Objective 3. Objective -^-^4 was assessed with the M-XT in mathe- 
matics. These tests were administered whenever girls entered the pro<^ram. 
Posttests were administered just prior to delivery if possible, after 
delivery if the student returned to the facility, or in Xay. Pre- ar.d post 



test scor-s as xvell -.l^ months in the procrarn wera entered on class evalua- 
tion records which wer- sent to the evaluator at the end of May. Data 
collected in the 311in3ual Ccmponent were subjected to t^ tGsts for 
correlated rr:>Tns. 

The .e3ult3 for the analysis of data for each of the evaluation 
object. '.veiJ .arc presented in the next chapter. 

The discrepancy analysis specified in Objective ^^5 was accomplished 
>y the evaluator throuc>h site visits to each of the program schools. A 
chacklist was developed from the Prc^^ram Proposal that included all of the 
essential program components. During the interviews conducted on site, 
school personnel wora asked whether the program components had arrived in 
a timely fashion and whether the appropriate components v;ere functioning, 
t:rofarly. A cooy of the .thecklist appears in the Appendix. 



Chapter III 
FIMDC'GS 

The first evaluation objective was to detarmine if, as a result of 
participation in the program. 70 percent of the pupils mastered at least 
one instructional objective uhich prior to the program they had not 
mastered at the rate of one objective per month of instruction (Mximum of 
six), rae number of instructional objectives for which students failed to 
show mastery on the pretest and subsequently demonstrated n-aster^/ on the 
posttest was determined for each student in reading and rathematics . Tlie 
distribution of the number of objectives mastered as a result of instruction 
in rilation to nunber of months in the pro-ram appears in Table 1 and 
Table 2, 

TADLE 1 

DISTRIBTTTICN 0? THE MTMBER OF 11^ STRUCT I OMAL 03JECTr7S3 
l-t\STERED AFTER DTSTRUCTICN HI READCiG 

Nunber of Months in Pro.-^ ram 
Total Less than 1-3 4-6 7-, 



Mo, Ins true- 
ticna 1 
C':> jectives 
Kaste red 


'.io . 


=667) 


1 month 
0^ =18) 

:-;o. % 








(N=312) 
No. % 


Mo. 


=55) 

13 


10 or more 


5 


0.7 






i. 


0.4 




1.3 






9 


22 


3 -.3 






3 


1.1 


7 


2.2 


12 


21.8 


3 


41 


6.2 






7 


2.5 


30 


9.6 


4 


7.3 


7 


62 


9.3 






19 


6.7 


40 


12.3 


3 


5.5 




73 


10.9 






33 


11.7 


37 


11.9 


3 


5.5 


5 


60 


9.0 






25 


8.9 


23 


■ 9.0 


7 


12.7 




73 


10.9 






32 


11.3 


31 


9.9 


10 


18.2 


3 


65 


9.3 


1 5. 


6 


33 


11.7 


25 


3.0 


6 


10.9 


2 


62 


9.3 


3 IS. 


, O 


29 


10.3 


24 


7 .7 


6 


10.9 


"1 
1. 


74 


11.1 


1 5, 


.6 


41 


14.5 


30 


9.5 


2 


3.6 


0 


130 


19.5 


13 72 


.2 


59 


20.9 


56 


18.0 


2 


3.6 
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TABLE 2 



DISTRIBUTION 0? T!iE >njM3ER OF INSTRUCT IO>L\L OBJZCTB'ES 
MASTERED AFTER INSTRUCTION IN MAT1IE>L^TICS 











>iuniber of 


MonChs 


in Pro 


gram 






In 3 true - 
mal 

jectlves 
jtered 


To 

(N= 
No. 


:al 

641) 
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Less Chan 
1 month 
(N = 51) 

\1o . 7, 


1 

. (N= 

y,o. 


- 3 

263) 


■ 4 - 6 

(M=280) 
No . % 


1 - 

(N= 
NO. 


• 9 

42) 

/» 


or more 


2 


00.4 










2 


00.7 


- 




9 


3 


CO. 5 






I 


00.4 




00.7 


- 




3 


1 


00.2 






1 


CO. 4 






- 




7 


. 6 


00.9 






2 


00.7 


4 


1.4 


- 




6 


13 


2.3 






6 


2.2 


8 


2.9 


4 


9.5 


5 


47 


7.3 






18 


6 . 7 


21 


7.5 


8 


19.0 


h 


80 


12.5 


2 


3.9 


26 


9.7 


42 


15.0 


10 


23.9 


3 


124 . 


19.3 


4 


7.3 


50 


13.6 


62 


22 . 2 


c 


19.0 


2 


144 


22.5 


4 


7.3 


61 


22.3 


76 


27.1 


3 


7.1 


1 


121 


13.8 


7 


13.7 


61 


22.8 


43 


17.1 


5 


12.0 


0 


95 


14.8 


34 


o6.3 


42 


15.7 


15 


5.-\ 


4 


9.5 



The data in the tables show that the first evaluation objective was not 
achieved in either reading or mathemaiics. Although more than S07o of the stu- 
dents achieved inastary in at least one instructional objective that had not 
been mastered prior to instruction, the rata of mastery \^as below that proposed, 
The rr.adian number of months in the program was four, whereas the median number 
of oiDjactives mastered In reading was^ four and in mathematics, two. About 507, 
of the students in reading mastered four or more instructional objectives, 
but only about 257, of the students in mathematics mastered four or more in- 
structional objectives. 

The firs.t two tables also show the difference in the number of .students 
in reading and rrathematics . Thirty-six more students were tested in reading 
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than in mathematics. This difference was due, according to counsalors, 
teachers, and teachers -In-charge , to needs of students in rr.eetins graduation 
requirements. Many had ccoiplctad the tr.athetr.at ics requirement for graduation 

and needed other subjects . 

The second evaluation objective was to detarnlne, as a result of parti- 
cipation in the program, the extent to which students demonstrated nastery 
of the instructional objectives. TT.is was approached throu!;h four analyse.-;. 
First, the extent th.at students had mastered the instructional objectives 
prior to the program was dstarminad. Second, the number of instructional 
objectives each individual failed on the prece.-.t was determined. Thas- 
analyses wer-i followed by doceminir.H the e::tent to which studeniis mastered 
oach of the objectives, and finally by deterr.ining the level of r.astory ;:or 
each student . 

Table 3 gives the distribution of student mastary of the instructional 
objectives prior to instruction. The "percentage of r^stery of instructional 
objectives" coluir.n n-anbers were datenr.ined by finding the proportion of the 
instructional objectives on which a student showed xastery on the pretest. 
The table indicates that almost A0;4 of students in re-ding demonstrated 
ma.«;t3ry on the pretest for less than 23% of the objectives. In mathematics, 
less than 2C7, of the students demonstrated mastery on 257, or less of the 
obiectives. These data indicate that more difficult levels of the criterion- 
referenced te.its should be administered, especially in n-.atheinatics . 
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TABLE 3 

D1STHI3UTI0M 0? PUPIL ^-.^STEKY 0? IMSTRUCTIOT-IAL OBJSCTWE^ 
PRIOR TO INSTRUCTION 



FarcGntage of >;3Stery 



Reading 
(N = 667) 



Mc> Chenvitic3 
(N = 6^1) 



or Instructional o'b ;ectlves No. o£ Punils Percent No. or Pupils Psrr .nt 



Over 757. 
51 - 75 
26 - 50 
0-25 



94 
142 

176 

255 



U.l 
21.3 
26.4 
33.2 



91 
228 
206 
116 



U.2 
35.6 
32.1 
13.1 



T.ibl3 4 gives the distribution of the numbar of objectives Eailid on 
Zh'i :)rG':3st for which tha student v/as not posctastad during t'le program. 
Ab3-?nc3 and delivery of baby vera the Train reasons raportad by ircachern for 
studant failura to take a posttest. In reading, about half of tha students 
•v-era posttastad and, in mathematics, a oifljority of the students vera post- 

tastad i.a., they hud indicated taking posttests, vhich is recorded as 

zero objectives not posttastad in Table 4. 

TABLE 4 

DisTRinunoN 0? PUPIL t;oN->'ASTERY ON ?r.s-iii:sT a:jd ::o 

PCST-T^ST rOLLCW-UP 



Nv.nber of Instructional 
Obiectlves Not Po^t tasted 



Reading 
CN = 667) 
;lo. of Puotls Percent 



'•!a thematic 3 

CI =■ f.4r. 

;o. of Puoils Parcant 



3 and mora 


23 


3.4 


5 


0.8 


7 


7 


1.1 


4 


0.5 


6 


23 


: .4 


8 


1.2 


5 


20 


4.5 


16 


2.5 


4 


35 


5.2 


13 


2.3 


3 


52 


7.3 


33 


5.9 


O 


63 


9.5 


50 


7 . 3 


1 


77 


11.5 


77 


U.O 


0 


320 


4,^,.0 


4C0 j' 


62.5 


:;onG tau^'ht 


37 


5.6 


.25 ' 


3.9 



Table 5 shc^s the distribution of the nmber of objectives failed on 
the pretest for which the student did not achieve mastery during the program. 
The table shcvs that a substantial number of Che students in readinr, and 
mathematics had demonstrated mastery on each objective for which they wera 
tested by the end of the program (61.6% and 74.S7o, respectively) - - i.e., 
they had not indicated failure in any objectives at -he and of the year, which 
is recorded as zero opjectives failed in Table 5. 

TABLE 5 

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL ^lON-J'ASTEOT ON PRE -TEST AMD 

^:oT SHOWING mastery on post-test follow-up 



NuTiber of Instructional 
Obiectivis Failed V.o 


Reading 
(N ^ 667) 
. of Pupils ?2 


rcent 


NO . 


Mathematics 

0^ = 641) 
of Pupils P 


ercenc 


and norG 


L 


0.2 










7 


2 


0.3 










0 


9 


1.3 










5 


13 


2.0 




6 




0.9 


4 


23 


3.4 




15 




2.3 


3 




6.6 




10 




1.6 


2 


hh 


6.6 




27 




4.2 


1 


83 


12.4 




79 




12.3 


0 


All 


61.6 








74.3 


Hone taught 


37 


5.6 




25 




3.9 


Table 6 :3hovs the rat.io 


and percentage 


of students 


who mastered 


each 


Instructional objective as a 


result oz instruction 


in reading. 


For e::ample , 


the table shov/s that 455 stud 


ents failed the 


pretest for object 


ive 2203 and 


311 of th'im or 63,37, later ac 


hieved rr^astery 


on the 


ob jec 


tlve. 


Amonp; 


the other 


212 students In the prorj;ram, 


either they ^^ere not 


costed 


on object iv-> 


2203 or 


they had dc.v.cns traced rastery 


on the pretest 


and do not 


appear 


in the 


table. 
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Table 7, '.hich can be interpreted exactly Table 6. gives the saxe results 
with rathematics objectives. 

TA3L2 6 

DISTRIBirriON 0? PUPIL MASTERY INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTr.'S 
AS A PJiSULT OF INSTRUCTION W RZ.VDIMG 



ypunlls Achie vin g Marter^ 
T..rrv.rtlonal Obiective ^^'^^'^ :>Pupils Attemfting Mastery 



Structural Analysis 
• 2203 

2205 
Vocabulary 

2301 
230^ 
2305 
Co-prehens ion 

2-'f02 

2403 

2404 

2405 

2406 

2403 



311/455 
295/408 
241/340 

210/233 
193/233 
194/352 

129/255 
137/340 
157/297 
137/306 
253/352 
130/322 



Percent of 
Mastery 



63.4 
72,3 
70.9 

77. . 9' 
o3.3 
55.1 

50.6 
40.3 
56.2 

ol.l 

71.9 
40. -4 
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TA3LS 7 , 

DISTRIBUriCN 0? SfJD2>rr li'iSTZirf 3Y INSTRL*CTI0M\L OBJECTr:S 
A3 A :;ESULT OF IVISTRUCTIOM IN :-'ATHS:-'ATIGS 



■'.'Students Achiavlna Mastar; 
Instructional ObiQCtivg Ratio of •>3;.udGnt3 Attempting Master/ 

Numbers and Operations 
1101 
1103 



1107 
1103 
1109 
1110 
1113 
1118 
Measurement 
130^ 
1305 
13 06 

Problem Solving 
1901 



212/256 
147/260 
95/109 
106/133 
147/202 
154/241 
212/275 
82/151 

13/43 
143/197 
80/130 

137/299 



Percent of 
Masterv 



82.8 
'56.5 
37.2 
79.7 
72.3 
63.9 
7G.8 
54.3 

30.2 
72.6 
61.5 



45.3 



In raading, objective achievement was consistently high in structural 
analysis and vocabulary; approxixatsly 7Cr/„ of those failing an objective on 
the pretest later shewed mastery on Che posttests in these areas e::cspc for 
2305, word meaning, •.vher3 scrr.avhat mora than 507, showed mastery after in- 
struction. The results for. reading comprehension were somewhat less success 
ful. Cn only ens of the si:< objectives did the nttairjicnt of student r.aster 
e:cceed 7G%. ".'.•-vpver, cn only tvo objectives vas the porcentaf-.e of studrinc.-, 
attaining mastery i:nder S'X',. 
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Most of the instructional objectives in rr^thamat ics ver3 confined to 
simple operations viz, addition, subtraction, multiplLcaticn, and 
division** Of the ei^ht objectives that were tested in numbers and oper^itlons, 
none attained lass than 50^, student n:astery as a result of instruction; per- 
formance ran:;ed frcm over 507, to about 907, rrastery. In the other areas 
tested, student rr-astery did not fare quite as well as it did for numbers and 
operations. Student xastery as a result' of instruction ranged between 
approxiMtely 307^ and 70/^ in measurement and just under 507^ in problem 
solvin.';. It should be emphasized that not every student was tested and 
instructed on nvary instrracticnal objective. An attempt was m^de to individ- 
ualize instruction by assi^-ning students work in only those areas that pretests 
had indicated weaknesses. 

Cna of the be^:;: ways of indicating the e>:t3nt to which students achieve 
:r.astary of Lns riructional cbjeczives as a result of instruction in the program 
is to examine the students' percentac;e level of mastery. Percentage level 
of mastery simply moans the proportion of 'he objectives a student fails on 
the pretest that she later dem.cnstratos m.aster>' on the posttest. For example, 
If a student failed 10 objectives on the pretest and, as a result of in- 
struction, demonstrated mastery; on seven of rihose objectives, her ler^el of 
ir^ster-y would be 7(Ti. Table 3 shows the distribution of the percenta-e level 
of mastery of instructional objectives that were taught in the program. The 
table shows three substantial clusters for each area. Tliere is a large 
portion (153 in reading, 230 in mathematics) of students who mastered every 
objective for which they received instruction. Tliere is a smaller cltnter 
of students In each area who failed to master any objectives (92 in r:^adln^-,, 
74 In mathematics). The third cluster is concentrated between ^1% and 9(7;'. 
In r'jadin:; and between 3U r.n;! rXr, In mathematics. :(Gt!lan TJerconta-e 
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of niastery vere in the oL7, to 707, interval in reading and in the 717« to SOJi 
interval in niathematics . 

TABLE 8 

DISTRIBUTIO^I 0? PERGEiriAGE LE^/EL OF i-I^VSTEHY OF 

i:jstructic>;al OB-jEcrr/ES ti-iat wdre taugiit 

Reading Ma themat ics 

Perc3ntage Level of (N = 667) = ^^^-) 



Master;/'"' 


No. of Students 


Percent 


No. of Students 


Percent 


91 - 100 


158 


: 23 . 7 


280 


43.7 


81 - QO 


40 


6.0 


11 


1.7 


71 - 30 


75 


11.2 


50 


7.3 


61 - 70 


70 


10.5 


44 


6.? 


51 - 60 


47 


7.0 


34 


5.3 


-il - 50 


73 


11.7 


63 


9.3 


31 40 


J 0 


5,4 


32 


4.9 


21 - 30 


^ • 

^ L 


3.1 


15 


2.3 


11 - 20 


13 


2.0 


13 


2.0 


0 - 10 


92 


13.3 


74 


11.7 


T^cne taught 


37 


5.6 


25 


3.9 



•'^?3rc2ntage level of mastary = objectives achieved) / (v objectives attempted). 

Tl-ie third evaluation objective was to determine whether, as a result of 
participation in the program of Bilingiial Instruction in reading, the reading 
grade of the ncn-Enrtjlish speaking pregnant students in both English and 
Spanish shewed a statistically significant difference between the pretest 
scores and the posttest scores. 

Analyses of obtained data were not undertaken for MIR forms since 
G::ces3ive absence 'ind deli^er:,^ of baby resulted in f^.Vv/er than 30 students per 
time span. The findings reported belcw are based on test scores of all 
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ijtudents, ragardless of tiir.o spent in the program. 

Several levels of the Prucba de Lactura -7cre used for testing reading 
in Spanish. Only for Level 4 v;ere numbers adequate for statistical analysis. 
There was a statistically siipnificant difference between pre- and posttest 
scores in Spanish reading among students tested with Level 4. Ho-.;ever , this 
difference consisted of less than one question answered correctly. 

In English reading, using the MAT, statistically si^ificant differ- 
ences were also obtained. Among junior high school girls, this was a 
three-month difference in .^rnda equivalents and among senior hi;;h school 
girls, a pproic irately an eight -month difference in r;rade equivalents. r;>2s^ 
data are reported In Ta'-ile 9. 

TA3LZ 9 

DI?FZRZ:X2S BHT^'/ZZM AMD POSTTZSTIIiG 

?Cu\du:g di s?a:s'I3h and z^;nLiS}i 

J:\7j Level Secondary School Level 



Prueba de Lactura, Level 4 

d .37 
SD^^ .33 .99 



40 



4 . 32 



MAT - Reading 

d .34 .77 



.47 .70 



>] 17 20 

t 2.39^ 4.^^• 



? ^ 
? < 
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The fourth evaluation objectiva was to determine whether, as a result 
of participation in the pro-ram of Bilingual Instruction in matheirati.es, 
the mathematics grade of the non-English speaking pregnant students shoved 
a statistically significant difference between the pretest scores and the 
posttast scores. As was the case with the previous evaluation objective, 
this one was also attained statistically. Girls at the junior high school 
level increased their grade ecuivalant by five months, and girls at the 
senior high school level increased their grade equivalent by si:: months. 
See Table 10. 

T.'-BLZ 10 

di77e:£:;czs sst-teen pre- mid ?osttesti:;g 

yAT-:-L^.T:iZMATIG3 

JTIS Le^'cl Secondary School level 



.51 

.54 .53 

34 55 • 

5.42-^^-'f 7.&1":/^ 



.01 



The fifth evaluation objectiva vas to cetGrniine the e::tent to -v'hich 
th2 program, as acfjally carried out, corr-spondad vith the pro^-am as 
dejcribad in the proposal for the project. The results of this discrepancy 
analysis, accumulated from observations and interviws vith principals, 
teachers, social vorkers , and <;uidance counselors vhila on-site indicated 
that r,^nerally the pro^^ram as carried cut coincided :v«ith the pro-ran as 
described in the proposal. Most difficulties in irapler.entat ion vere dvie to 
shorta-es c:" rr.ater'. ils and turnover in r>taff. However, nroc^ram personnel 
vjere able to nd:tpr th-nselves ar.d their prictlcrjs ;it:ta!n the proper 



Imtjlenentacion of the program. Moreover, preplanned training was senerally 
adapted to meet the needs of nev staff. The . diagnostic-prescriptive approach 
in reading and Mtheinatics was delayed at the besinntng of the program due 
to the late arrival of the diagnostic tasting niaterials. TTMS readin?; and 
mathematics rr-auerials had not been delivered to sites in S'tptember; 
therefore, diagnostic testing was not begun until October, At seme sites 
certain levels were not available throughout the year. 

The adequacy of materials and supplies varied among the sites. At 
some facilities, there was a lack of library books; at others, instructional 
materials, especially parts of the Think pro?-ram, were inadequate, Althcu.qh 
somewhat dissatisfied with the materials that are available, the Biling^ial 
teachers reported they had enough for instruction; they also used a great 
many materials which they had de3i;>ned them.selves. Several schools reported 
a need for more cquipm.ent, such as r.achistoscopes for reading instruction, 
cassette players, and calculators, and moneys for the repair of equipment. 
At the institutional sites, both in,-,tructional materials and equipment were 
inadequate, P-912M had been given only its share of the materia Is /equipm.ent 
I>udget for this year without any extra funds to supply each of the six sites. 
As a result, teachers had to carry materials with them. Equipment was 
generally not available. 

The unexpecrzed hi.-^h cost of IPMS necessitated the sharin?^, of test 
packages among sites. Seme schools did not obtain the levels needed until 
February or later and had to adapt the diagnostic procedures, Hot all 
schools had cross -reference booklets to simplify the prescriptive process. 
Ilo-.'/ever, by February, teachers were experienced in diagnostic-prescriptive 
approaches and had organized their materials accord inr, to IPMS objective.^. 

The layoffs throurfiout the school system caused changes in instructional 
and supportive staff at every site. All th- guidance counselors in this 



program were new this yaar. the lasc assigned in ?ebruar>'. Ac cne school, the 

guidance counselor assigned by Central absented herself, thereby 

tying u? the position for Che year. Corrsctive readint; and Mthemaclcs 

caachars were also nswly assifpied, necessicacing inccnsive recraininfi. 

:JoC all training was conducccd chrough Che coordinacor ' s office, buC was 

orfsrad Lndc-pandencly by each school for its own scaff. 

Di:rir.> che sico visica, ic was observed chat correccive reading and 
machemacics instrucCion was moscly individually crianccd. Each scudent 
had hsr own foldar to retain her work and achievemenC records. In niosC 
of the reading cla.- s cosarved , -,CudenC3 war- workins on individual assi.-n- 
r-.ancr. in workjocko , skill kits, caachar-rr.ade MCe.ials, or usin^ ca^seCte 
racor-tars or f iL-nstrios . Sc-.;a scudants wera raading books. In the matha- 
n^atic-. roc-.n, atudanCs ware obaarved workins individually Ln workbooks, 
taachor-prciparad ratarials, and with xanipulative materials. In sorr.a centars, 
all pupila-workad individually on identical c.ssisnments at the san^.e time. 
Calculaccra and other equipr.-.ent were used ninin.ally because there w-.ra not 
sufficient moneys "in the bud-et to rapair broken machines or purchase new 
cnas. In both rooms, teachers and paraprofessionals generally worked with 
ono ir two students at a tirr.e. Corrective reading and iMthec.atics teachers 
diic-assed student needs and progress with other staff xenbers . Jilinrr^al 
instruction tended to be :nostly group oriented, follcving the traditional 
teaching approach, rathar than having an individual instruction approach; 
however, groups were small, consisting of fewer than ten students. 

The social workers and guidance counselors wera a significant part 
of the prcgran:. Tnay facilitated the academic and social adjustment of 
the students, such that they could attend, function, and learn in the class- 
room. Their .work included conferences with students and their parents. 
Social workers cr-anizad and arranged meetings, and helped st-iidsnts with 
medical appointments and child care. ' Guidance counselors worked primarily 
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on program scheduiLn^., study and vork Ss.".Gdules. Tncy organized educational 
and vocational programs to notivate the girls to continue their education. 
They acted as liaisons with the students' school of orl:.-?in. They worked 
closely and cooperated vith tho social worker to provide vital services Tor 
the girls' personal and academic cevGlopn:ent . 

The quality of facilities varied from school to school. P-9HM ar.d 
P-921X are excellent sites for th- program. P-941Q is located very close 
to an elevated subway line. Several times each period classrooms are wracked 
vith the rumblinc; of a train passing by which hampers group inntr\:ct ion. 
However, tha teachers have djveloped highly individualized instructional 
Dro^'rar.s In readinr; a-:-.d rrvatheMtics which ccrp.pensate for this problem no 
scr.e e:^cent. ?-?32:-; aljo has a noise problem from a nearby train, but to a 
;r.uch lessor de:;ree. At this site, r.ost rooms are too STr.all, evan for in- 
struction of only fiv? .pupils at a time. P-?31:; is a very small facility. 
The corrective reading? lab is in a corridor leading to two clar»srocms and 
the r.ocial worker's office. Tlie institutional sites of P-912M vary from 
ad3cuate instructional space to comers of rooms; the sites lack adequate 
stora^je facilities for corroctive reading; and mather/.atics materials and 
ocuipmenc . 

Ah.sence is a si.rnificant problem in the rro;;ram. :iany girls are absent 
frcn school because of illne.'.s, scheduled doctor's visits for check-ups, and 
caring for .heir baby after it is bom. Provisions to n itif.ate the effects 
of absence and to reduce absence have been undertaken, Vlcmework packfjti-i 
are mailed to .-^irls with stamped, pre-addrcssed envelopes included for return. 
Social workers have been succesL _'ul in arran:-;inr; medical appointments for 
:3irls 10 that they may attend part of the school day. They have also >.ad 
some success in nrran-in; c o vera -e " for babies so that r,irls m^y attend school 
after delivery. At seme i:acilitLes, r.irl'^ are allowed to brinr; their <^aby to 



school; in cases whore j.ur.^ncs were wltih Cheir mothers In class, chere ua:. 
no disruption of acclvicies. Providing day-care facilities and atc-ndancs could 
certainly incraase :,cudcnt: • attendance aftar delivery. SL-piificant reduction 
of pre-delivery absence cannot be effected since much absence is due co 
hospitalisation and treatr.ent requiring bed rest. An individualised, solf- 
correctinc instructional prcgran requiring teacher input only periodically 
would give s^^-s the opportunity to continue their education during pre^snancy, 
even when they cannot attend school regularly. 

The corrective reading and n-.athcrr.at icti programs at P-912M -.ere planned 
33 weekly sessions, Rovever, havin^j si:^ sites prevonced teachers from 
S3rving at each sh3l:er one day per veek. The pro-ram vas changed to tvo 
day? approxir.at2ly ever/ tvo veeks to provide intensive dia.cnosis and 
instruction Eolloved by practice for reinforcement. The first day .^ns 
:>ener3lly devoted to testing and instruction; durin?^ the second day the 
teacher continued instruction on t:ie same objective, answe:-^n- questions 
and checkln;; to see that : .:i:v ':'nt understood the work. Two -..'esks later 
testin^^ for maciciory occurred, Eollot^ed by Further instruction, if ncices-ary. 
This orocednre -.-^^.s thought to permit ^^^reatar continuity than the ovinlnal. 
After tvo months of experimentation, teachers found that pupt.l turnover 
'.■;as ^.reater than 5C7o during, a tvo veek interval and that remaining, pupils 
frequently required re-ori3ntacion to the remediation pro-ram. The ori.^inal 
plan was therefore r2-intrcduced ; corrective reading and m^athenatics 
teachers vent to a different shelter each day, returning to the same site 
every seventh school day. 

The corrective reading, corrective m.athematics , and bilincual pro- 
grams vere desi-ined for prer;nant girls vho had no h.and leaps, lie/ever, 
seme of the day centers had prer^nant jr^irls enrolled in the prof^rnm .jIto vere 
physically handicaprod, emotionally disturbed, or m.cntally retard2d. Most 
the,;^.rls in ona school vere orls^r.elly referred from clasr:es ircr jccially 
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malad justed ; sctr.e wert2 found Co be r.entally r.-icardad as well. 
Funds W2r3 not budneced for tripr.. 

.l-cCTmendacions fmn Che last prior study vers: (1) LT.provcrnent of 
tha physical plant at P-'^'-^lQ; (2) expansion of the equipment budget ; 
(3) change of test for the Bilingual Component; (4) an additional bilingual 
teacher; (5) expansion of medical facilities; (6) provision of day-care 
facilities. • 

Hea^/y curtains and e::tcn3ion of the existing, air circulation system 
vere to have been installed at P-941Q. Lack of funds prevented this work 
:^r> veil as the purchase of erctra equipment and the addition of the bilingual 
t3-n:ier. Thc^e recc-ri^ndat Lons r^latin- to redical and daycare facilities 
could r.ct he impLjr.ented through Title I fur.ds. Itcvever, i^nost facilities 
h.ad a r.ur3e available at len^t on a part-tLr.e basis: at a nur.'::e was 

employed fullc ir.e throu-h Proje.:t Teen-Aid. At some facilities, students 
verc able to brinn their Infant to school. 

Tvesearch into achie^.enent tests for tVie r.ilinr.ual Component shoved 
that t::e Prueba de Lecture was the best available instrumer.t. -The in 
T.ath--rr,atics vaa used to determine mithcmatics achievement instead of r.he 
:ao-:erarivo Ir.terAr.er ican Test u:;3d In the prior yr^av. rroc^ram staff vould 
*,ihe to ir.trcducn a ie -/^nos t ic -pr:^ scr ipt ive -ipp^.-o^ich in tr.e rilin-zucil Com- 
ponent; hcvever, dZ'J rev;uIations do not permit usin? availabij tests in 
:;::anish as criterion — ef-:renced tests. 




Chapr.ar T' 

3u::-L\.-':; of muo:', ?z:di:v:s, 'JC-.:cu:s:c^;S , .izcc::''.e:i;;at:o::^ 

33<-o4 on nr. analysis or tost results ond site visits, It -.aG do^.jrilr.ed 
that the program provided a vital sorvice to prej^.ant school age girls -iho 
were t'.;o or mere years ret;Jrded in reading and/or mathematics and to those 
in the Bilingual Component. M^.^re than 8C7. of the students in reading and 
mathematics achieved mastery in at least one instructional objective, figures 
that were belcw the program [;cal of 7C7, ac-iaving mastery in one instnictional 
cbjoctive per month of Instruction, .-iany students had masier.-d a significant 
n^^Tibar of objectives prior to Instruction, and seme teachers aclminLstsred 
relatively fsw objective teacs to their otudcnt3. S::ces3ive absence and 
delivery of baby were additional axplanations -iven by coachers. Readlnr', 
instruction '.vas most effective in structural analysis and vocabulary, and 
scme:7hat less effective in reading comprehension. In mathematica, objective 
achievement vas most prominent in ntim.bers and operation:?. At the program's 
conclusion, more than 60% of the stucent::^ in re.idi:u/ and more than 70% of 
the students in mathematics had achieved mastery on all objectives for which 
they had previcu.oly failed. In the liilinsual ccmpcnent , statistically 
si-nificant increases in readin'5 and mathematics were obtained. 

A discrepancy analysis indicated that there could have been serious 
problems aniiociated with staffing and lack of sufficient materials and equip- 
ment as well as late, arrival of diaf^ncstic materials. The effect Lvenes^i of 
staff wa.? responsible for program successes despite adverse conditions. 
Ic is strongly reccirniended that the program be continued. 
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1. A larger facility should be obtained for ?-93lK, roras .should be 
enlar:>-d at P-932K, and previously 3u;c^">t^^ i;nproverr.ent3 should be Ini- 
plor;.enced at r-94lQ. Tlie institutional facilities should be furnished 
with 3tora:;e cabinets and bookcases. 

2. Since IR-iS cosns exceed $500, more than $100 should be budr,eted 
per site for te-nt tr.aterials, 

3. Funds should be included in the bud-et for additional reading 
and ir^thcir.atics iTUterials, particularly for P-912M. Zach shelter should 
be provided -virh library' books and a basic reading program to unplerr.ent 
pr3 5:cr ipt ions . 

4. The equipTT.ant bud-et should be ercpandsd so as to include funds 
f^r additional tachistc :ope3 , -acsette players, calculators, and moneys 
for the roT^air of broken equipment. Each shelter should have at least 
one ca3.:ett3 player and calculator. 

5. S:^ecial provision should be made for handicapped ^^irls. 

3. :iore appropriate evaluation ins tnjanents mould be selected and/or 
developed for the 3ilin,iual C^-^mponent. If Prueba Lectura ia used aqain, 
levels other than Level 4 should be selects^*. 

7. For P-912M and pregnant :^lrls '-^ho are absent for periods of one 
•v-eek or T.ore, self -correct in- instructional materials should be acquired 
in order to provide continuity in instruction. A paraprofcssional should 
be assi^^ned the responsibility of distributing and collecting materials, 
follow-up, and mastery testing. 

a. To provide ram.ediation in reading rtnd nathemiitics to ^irls in 
P-912:i, two teachers should be employed in corrective reading; and corrective 
mathematics, respectively. If it is not possible to increase personnel, a 
schedule should be adopted so that three sites receive the services of the 
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corroctive rsr.di.rs, teacher for one seir.sster, -./nilcj ths other three 
rocf^ivc the service of the corractlve r;ithe.T.atic3 taachar. Ac the ev.'l 
of tha fall s0rr.0i.t2r, the teachers should char.^e sices. In this :-ay an 
intanslve r£.T.edial program rcay be undertaken that will provide for -reatar 
ccnti.-.uity in the education of girls in the shelters. In addition, faucr 
T.atertals would be required. 

9. Training sessiCT\3 for professional and paraprofessional staff 
should be on-oing, with sessions scheduled in the fall and spring of the 
school yaar. Mathods for sal'icting appropriate levels of I?MS in readini; 
and rr-athen-.aLLcs should be a topic in an early workshop. Teachers in ?-91:m 
should b- provided with r-gular opportunities for professional int3rchan';e 
•vhich cannot be done, within £he e-isci:;;; schedule. 

10. Health and guidance iracerials, with e:nphasi.' on child care, 
uaad to be inte-ratad -ore thoroughly into the pro-ram^. Althou-h scrr.e 
teachers did use health and guidance -aterlals in their instruction, an 
acter.-t shcuid hi r-ada to expand this activity iTiora thoroughly. 
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DISCREPANCY CHECKLIST 



PERSONNEL 



corrective reading teachers 



911M ' 921X 



931K 



corrective math teachers 



guidance counselor 
social worker 



school pf^ychologist 



pducational assistants (r) 



parent ' program assti 



_0q) I 



STAFr TR.MNING 
Oct 
Dec 
March 



932K 



941Q 



912M 



ACTIVITIES 

meetings with subject teachers 
(r> 



meetings with g.c, s.w, 
(rl 

raefetihgs with parents 

(r) 

(m) 

Staff conferences 

(r) 

_(<n) 

para training 
(r) . 
(m) 



FREQUENCY OF ST IT ENT ATTENDANCE 

reading . 

math 



TRIPS 

l og a ib zary^ 



other trips 
where 
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932K 


941Q 


9i2M 


Planning loag-range in* 
• struct ional..progr an; 










Criterion scores cn file 
test 














! 






reading exercises 


1 . ! 








use IPHS levels: j 


■ ' 1 


1 
i 




- 


- EDL materials : audex, ; 

orolector '. 


1 .* * 
1 • « 

^ i 1 








cassette tape recorder ; I i i j 




TV I ; i i ! 


i 


movie screen | 


i ■ \ 


i' 


i ' ■ * 1 
autoharps • 1 ' 1 

1 : ; . i ! 


r 


overhead projector I , ^ 




i' 


sof twear 


■ 1 




\ ■ 


tachistOQoppes I'll 


vocabulary lists - subject teach 


\ 


■ 


; 


i 


! i : 






1 

1 

1 


MATH i * * 
Criterion scores on file ! ! • 1 
test i i ! 


i; 


use IPMS levels: 1 i ! ! 

t ' ' i 




Madison math lab 


1 ! i 




cuisinere rods 


! ; I 


! !i 



calculator i 1 '• 1 ' i 

^ 1 : i i ! 


t 
1 


comptometer j 




1 I i ' 




levy punch 




; i I i 




consumer math 


1 ! 1 


ii 


drill te::ts 


1 i 


1 

1 
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13. Crlturion Referenced Test liRll Results. 



In tlie table below, enter the requested Infonmitlou about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate tbe effectiveness of programs in reading and watbeiiiatlcs; particularly for tbo'c 
of less than 60 liours duration. Use tbe Instructional Mastery mks appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. IMease provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets If necessary. 
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13. Criterion Referenced Test flRll Results. 



In 'k table below, ontov the requested infoniation about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and matbeii.atlcs; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Miistery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. IMease provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 
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Criterion lieferenced Test r.R'l) Results. 



In the table below, enter tbc requested infoniation about criterion referenced test re«.ilts 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and iiiatliematlcs; particularly for tlios 
of less than 6(1 hours duration. Use the Instructional tldstery coik^s appended to t;h 1(5 form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each te 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets If necessary. 
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\3. Criterion Referenced Test: dlicniitsults. 



lii Lhe table lelou, cuter the requested infonllat^on about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the e[fec.tlveiiess of programs in reading and iiiatbeiiiatlcsi particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instrictiunal H.jstrry codi^s iippendeil to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve. I'lease pioulde data for each les 
used and each level tested. Use additional ihects If -lecij.sary. 
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13. Criterion Kcferunced Test CRll Results. 



In the table below -ita- tbe requested infomiatlon about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the ef. :tiveness of programs in reading and matbeinatlcs; particularly for those 
of less tlian 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional l-!astery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets If necessary. 
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13, Criterion Referenced Test Oil) Results, 

In the table below, enter the requested Infonnation about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs In reading and mathematics; partX^larly for tlios^ 
of less f.iau 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional ^Ustery codeB appended this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve, I'leasc provide data for each if? 
uued and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 
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13. Crltei-lon Kef lirenced Test fl'O Results. 



•Jn the talilo below, enter the'requested infoiniatlon about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and matliomatlcs; particularly for thos. 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional t'lastery codes appended to this toriii 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. I'leuse provide data for each te 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets If necessary. 
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13. Criterion Kefenip-ced Test CM Results. 



fin tk table billow, enter tbe requested Information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluute tbe effectiveness of programs In reading and inatbeinatlcs; particularly for thos 
of less tlun 60.1unirs duration. Use the Instructional t^stery codes appended to this form 

for tliose skills which the program attempted to improve. IMease provide data for each te 
used and each level rested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 
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13. Criterion Referenced Test CRl) Results. 



V 



In the table below, enter the requested inforaatlon about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and niatheniatlcs; particularly for tlios^ 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for tk^sc skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each te 
used and each level 'tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 
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Criterion Referenced Test CRD Results. 

In the table below, enter tbe requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and matbeinatlcs; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use tbe Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets If necessary. 
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Criterion Referenced Test CinUcsults. 



In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and matliematlns; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Haatery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data tor each lest 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 
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Criterion H^ferenced Test WO Results, 



In tho table beiow, entov the roquesced infomation about criterion referenced test results 

used to evaluate the effcctlv ss of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those 

of less than 60 hours duratl- Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which ■ program attempted to improve. lUease provide data for each test 

used and each level tested. .i.lilU.lonal sheets if necessary. 
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13. CrlCurl'jii Keteim.id Test PClUesiilts. 



In Uio tabl'j below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced t^st results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. I'lease provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 
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I 2 


1 


1 


« 


2r; , 
















1 


1 


0 


1 


li 


3 


12 


13 


/ 
11 


2 














1 


1 


0 


3 


ti 


II 


5 


20 


9 


11 ' 
















1 


1 


0 
0 


7 


II 


II 


21 


4 


4 


- 
















1 


1 


8 


M 


11 


13 


12 


io 


2 














1 


1 


0 


9 


II 


II 


7 


18 


14 • 


4 


1 














A 
1 


J, 
1 


1 


0 


II 


II 


2 


23 • 


12 • 


11 












1 


3 


II 


n 


11 


14 


12 


2 
















1 


I 


1 


8 


It 


II 


3 


12 


2 


10 












1 


3 


0 


4 


It 


II 


7 


8 , 


1 


7 
















1 


3 


0 


5 


ti 


II 


8 


16 


11 


5 



r 



r . \ 
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13. Criterion Raferenced Test CR'OKeBults. 



In tha table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs In reading and niatbeniatics; particularly for tlios. 
of less than 60 hours duration. 'Use the Instructional Hastery codes appended to this form 

* for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each te 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets If necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 
Mastery 

Code 


• 

Publisher 


Level 


Pretest 


Post 


est 


, No, of 
Passing 


Pupils 
Falling 


No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Passing, 


No. of 

Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Falling 








(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


5 


0 


0 




3 


fl 


6 


loughton-Hlfflli 


1 3 




23 


9 


14 


















9 


C 


1 


M 


tt 


3 


22 


11 


11 


















1 


0 


1 


II 


4 




5? 


^8 


14 


















1 


0 


3 


II 


ir 


5 


42 


I? 


30 
















1 


0 


7 


ft 


II 


79 


?? 


17 


S 


















1 


1 


8 


II 


M 


67 


?9 


22 


7 
















1 


0 


9 


II 


II 


39 


27 


13 


14 


















1 


I 


0 


It 


II 


22 


41 


21 


20 


















1 


1 


3 


II 


It 


26 


50 


36 


14 


















1 


1 


8 


It 


It 


6 


31 


17 


14 


















3 


0 


4 


II 


II 


3 


16 


3 
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13. Criterion Referenced Test CRllllesuUs. 



In the table below, enter the requested Infomiatiou about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for thos 
of less than 60 liours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. I'lease provide data for each te 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

^lastery 

Code 


Publisher 


Level 


Pretest 


Post 


est 


No, of Pupils 


No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

rafislnu 


No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Falling 


I Uu J X 11 


Pallinu 


^1^ 




6 


0 


9 


1 


r 


0 


0 


1 


3 


0 


5 


llouf;hton4!lffli 


a 4 


41 


37 


25 


12 


















3 


0 


r 

0 


II 


II 


20 


20 


10 


10 
















1 


9 


0 


1 


II 




18 


A9 


15 


34 














I 


1 


0 


1 


(1 


5 


33 


17 


14 


3 














1 


1 


0 


3 


II 


II 


7 


39 


22 


17 
















1 


1 


0 


7 


M 


M 


55 


11 


8 


3 
















1 


1 


0 


8 


11 


II 


54 


11 


10 


1 
















1 


1 


0 


9 


11 


M 


36 


13 


11 


2 
















1 


1 


1 


0 


ir 


II 


29 


19 


14 


5 










i 




1.. 


1 
1 


1 

4 

1 


1 


3 


It 


II 


15 


32 


20 ' 


12 






1 
1 


1 


8 


II 


1! 


1 


Ih 


7 


7 



id (.\ 

ERIC " ' 



Criterion Referenced Test CR'O Results. 

In the table IjcIow, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to ewluate the effectiveness of programs In reading and mathematics; particularly for thos^i 
of less than t,0 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for tiiose skills which the program attempted to improve, mease provide data for each tvi 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
C:hIo 


Instruc- 
tional 
M^'iStfiry 


Publisher 


Level 


Jiel 




Posttest 


I'lipils 


No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Passing^ 


No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Failing^ 


Paiisji\|' 


Failing 






(1) 


(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


5 


0 


.^^^ 
\ 


L 

,} 


0 


4 i 


loupjiton-NiffUi 


5 


1 


14 


2 


12 . 








< 






0 


it. 


II 


M 


21 


22 


18 


4 
















6 


II 


II 


14 


16 


12 


4 


















9 


0 


1 


II 


M 


7 


31 


13 , 


ID 
















1 




0 


1 


II 


6 


7 


5 


4 


1 




















0 


3 


II 


II 


2 


4 


2 


2 




















0 


7 


II 


11 


11 


1 




1 




















0 


8 


II 


11 


10 ■ 


2 


1 


1 




















0 


9 


II 


II 


8 


1 


1 






















1 


0 


II 


M 


8 


























1 


3 


1 , " ... 


tl 


1 


5 


4 


1 



IJ. Criterion Referenced Test WllKesults, 



In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading a.:d mathematics; particularly for these 
of loss than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form ' 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

ilflstery 
Code 


Publisher 


Level 


Pri;teat 


Postt 


est 


No* o£ Pupils 


No. of 
Pupils ' 
from 
Col. (2) 

Passing_ 


No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Failing^ 


Passing 


Falling 




(2) 

^ 


6 


0 


9 


1 


5 


0 


0 


1 


1 


1 


8 


Houjihton-lilffli 


X 6 




5 


,4 


1 














1 


3 


0 




II 


II 




2 


1 


1 
















1 


3 


0 




II 


II 


5 


1 


1 


- 
















1 


3 


0 




II 


It 




1 


1 


'. — 
















1 


9 


0 




II 


II 




7 




3 
















1 


1 


0 




M 


7 




1 


















1 


1 


0 




II 


tf 






















1 


1 


0 




11 


M 
























1 


1 


0 


8 


II 


11 








m 
















■1 


1_ 
1 


1 


9 


II 


tl 




1 




M 
















1 


0 


II 


II 




1 




M 
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13. Criterion Ketunnced Test Results. , 

In Uie tal.e below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate Mie effectiveness of programs in reading and raatheroatlcs; particularly for thos 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for those ?kills which the program attempted to Improve. Please provide data for each U 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 
Miistery 

Code 


Publisher 


1 Pre tost 


Posttest 


Level 


. No, of Pupils 


No. of 

Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Passing 


NO. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Failing 


Passlnu 


I^ailing 


/I) 


(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


5 


u 


0 




1 


1 


3 


loughton-Mlfflii 


I 7 




1 


1 




















1 


1 


8 


It 


ti 




1 


1 






















0 


4 


II 


ti 


1 


- 


m 




















3 


0 


5 


It 


ti 


























3 


0 


0 


It 


\\ 








M 














9 


0 


I 


ti 


II 




2 


1 


6 


0 


9 


1 


6 


0 


0 




1 


0 


I 


tt 


2 




3 


3 


W 












/' 


1 


4 


1 


0 


3 


M 


II 




4 


3 


1 










■■■V 






\ 




0 


7 


M 


II 




4 


4 




















1 


0 


8 


U 


. )l 


2 


4 


2 


2 
















1 


0 


9 


M 


II 




5 


4 


1 
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Criterion Referenced Test Pl'Il Results. 

In the table below, enter tbe requested Information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve. Please provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Coraponant 
Code 


Instruc- 
tlona! 
Mastery 

Code 


ruDiisiier 


T a\r£i 1 

LcVci. 


Prritest 
, No. of Pupils 


Postl 
No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Passing 


est 

No. of 
Pupils 
from 
CoL (2) 
Failing 


Passing 


laulng 


/I \ 

(1) 


(2) 


6 


0 


A 

9 


1 


t) 


U 


A 

J 


1 

I 


1 

I 


1 

1 


n 

u 




n 2 




q 
J 


3 


2 
















1 


1 


1 


3 


ti 


II 




u 


6 


















1 


1 


1 


8 




11 




A 


1 


3 
















1 


3 


0 




It 


ti 






- 


- 
















1 


3 


0 




ir 


ti 




2 


2 


















i. 


3 


0 




11 


11 




2 


2 


M 
















1 


9 


0 




II 


If 




6 


2 


4 
















1 


1 


0 




II 


3 




4 


3 


1 
















1 


1 


0 






)l 




10 


4 


1 

6 
















1 


1 


0 




It 


II 


10 


1 


1 


















1 


I 


0 


8 


n 


II 


■8 


3 


3 


m 



13. Criterion Reference Test CR'ORcsults. 




In the table below', enter the requested inEormatlon about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate r.he effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for thos 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for tlwse skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each te 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

(■lastery 

, Code 


Publisher 


Level 


Pretest 


Posctest 


. No. of Pupils 


No. of ' 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Passing 


No, of 

Pupils 

from 
Col. (2) 

Faillne 


Passing 


Falling 


(1) 


(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


6 


0 


0 


1 


1 


0 


9 


louj;hton-Mlffli 


t 3 


6 


6 


2 


4 




t 












1 


1 


l' 


0 


It 


.M>ii 


2 


9 


5 


4 
















1 


1 


1 


3 


II 


tl 


7 


4 


2 


2 
















1 


1 


1 


8 


If 


II 




3 


1 

L 


2 
















1 


3 


0 
0 


4 


tl 


M 


1 


2 




2 
















1 


3 


5 


tl 


It 


1 


9 


6 


3 














1 


3 


0 


6 


II 


II 


2 


9 


6 


3 
















1 


9 


0 


1 


II 


II 


2 


J 


5 


4 














1 


1 


0 


1 


M 


4 


77 


71 


60 


11 














1 


1 


0 


3 


tl 


It 


27 


35 


■ 25 


10 

1 . 
















1 


1 


0 


7 


tl 


II 


107 


26 


25 



13. Criterion Referenced Test CRT) Results. 



In the table balow, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and iiiatlieniatlcs; particularly for tlios 
of less tlian 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codts appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve. Please provide data for each te 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets If necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

Mastery 
Code 


Publisher 


Level 


Pretest 


Posttest 


No. of Pupils 


No. of 

Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Passing 


No. of 

Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Failing 


Passing 


Failing 


(1) 


(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


6 


0 


0 


1 


1 


0 


a 


iloufhton-Hiffli 


1 4 


la'i 


25 


20 


5 
















1 


1 


0 


9 


II 


II 


72 


50 


39 , 


11 
















1 


1 


1 


0 


II 


It 


51 


56 


38 


18 
















1 


1 


1 


3 


II 


tt 


37 


81 


64 


17 
















1 


1 


1 


8 


II 


tl 


13 


32 


17 


15 
















I 


3 


0 


A 


II 


M 


1^ 


13 


1 


12 
















1 


3 


0 


5 


II 


II 


66 


42 


30 


12 














1 


3 


0 


6 


II 


11 


23 


27 , 


14 


13 
















1 


9 


n 


1 


II 


H 


35 


67 


27 


40 
















1 


I 


.1 


1 


II 


5 


70 


50 


43 


7 
















1 


1 


0 


3 


II 


II 


41 


78 


53 


25 
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13. Criterion Referenced Test CRlUesults. 

In the table below, enter the requested Information about criterion refiudiced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; p^irdcularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appendt-d to this form 

for those sUlls which the' program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. ' 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

Mastery 
Code 


Publisher 


Level 


Prefoii 
No. of Fu'Als 


Postt 
No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Passing 


est 

No. of 
Pupils 
. from 

< 

Col. (2) 
Failing 


Pn c 0 i n p 

X Clou JLIl^ 


Pailini! 


(1) ' 


(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


6 


0 


0 


1 


I 


0 


7 


Iloughton-Miffl: 


n 5 


130 


.33 


30 


3 
















1 


1 


0 


8 


II 


If 


118 


34 


27 


7 
















1 


1 


0 


9 


II 


tl 


68 


59 


42 


17 
















1 


I 


1 


0 


II 


II 


45 


69 


45 


24 
















1 


1 


1 


3 


II 


tl 


48 


y, 


41 


14 
















1 


1 


1 


8 


II 


II 


, 5 




9 


11 
















\ 

1 

1 


3 


0 

i. 


A 


II 


II 


19 


r 
0 


1 


5 












II 


11 


53 


1 57 


41 


16 
















1 


3 


0 


6 


II 


II 


25 


22 


3 
















1 
1 


9 


0 


1 


It 


M 


16 


60 


32 


28 














1 


1 


0 


1 


II 


6 


34 


37 


32 


5 
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Criterion Referenced Test (PRDResults. 

In the table below, enter the requested infoimation about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional i'lastery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve. I'lease provide data tor each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

Mastery 
Code 


Publisher 


Level 


Pretest 
No. of Pupils 


Postt 
No. of 
Pupils 
from 
col. (2) 
Passing 


est 

No. of 

Pupils 
from 
CoL (2) 
Failing 




Failing 




(2) 


0 


u 




1 
i 


k 


0 


0 


1 


1 


0 


3 


iou;.'hton-Hlfflli 


I 6 


12 


18 


9 


9 
















1 


1 


0 


7 


W 


II 


^ 66 


4 : 


3 


1 
















1 


1 


0 


8 


!l 


II 


55 


11 


10 


1 
















1 


1 


0 


9 


II 


II 


34 


16 


16 


- 
















1 


1 


1 


0 


11 


II 


9 


15 


14 


I 
















1 


1 


1 


3 


tl 


It 


9 


16 


14 


2 
















1 


1 


1 


8 


11 


II 


11 


15 


11 


4 
















1 


3 


■n 


4 


11 


II 


17 


5 


3 


2 
















1 


3 


0 


5 


11 


II 


32 


9 


8 


I 
















1 


3 


0 


6 


II 


II 


28 


3 




3 










1 


9 


0 


1 


II 


II 


1 15 


27 


13' 


14 



Criterion Referenced Test CR'll Results, 



In tk table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate tlie effectiveness of programs In reading and mathematics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codvjs appended to this form 

[or those skills which the program attempted to improve. Tlease provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

Mastery 
Code 


Publisher 




Pretest 


Post 


est 


Level 


No. of Pupils 


No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Passing 


No. of 

Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Failing 


Pasijini; 


Failing 




(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


6 


0 


0 


1 


1 


0 


1 


Houghton-Hiffl 


n 7 


13 


3 


3 


- 
















1 


1 


0 


3 


li 


M 


5 


7 


5 


2 














1 


1 


0 


7 


II 


II 


15 


1 


1 


- 
















1 


1 


0 
0 


8 


II. ' 


n 


15 


1 


1 


- 
















1 


1 


9 


II 


It 


12 


4 


,4 


















1 


1 


1 


0 


II 


It 


14 


1 




1 














1 


1 


1 


3 


II 


It 


2 


10 


10 


















1 


1 


1 


8 


It 


IT 


1 


11 


10 


1 
















1 


3 


n 


4 


II 


II 


6 


6 


1 


5 
















1 


3 


0 


5 


II 


II 


12 




H 


















1 


3 


0 


6 


II 


It 


9 


3 


3 


4« 



Criterion Referenced Test (PR'J') Results. 

In the tabic below, enter the requested liifomiation about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveneGS of programs in reading and matheniatlcs; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional l^stery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve. Please provide data for each test 
used. and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

Mastery 
Code 


PuhltsliGr 


Lovel 




Post test 


No. of Pupils 


No. of 
Pupilf 
from 
Col'. (2) 
Fassing 


No. of 

Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

Failing^ 


Passing 


Falling 


(1) 


(2) 




A 


9 


1 


6 


0 


0 


I 


9 


0 


1 


HoiUihton-HLffl 


n 7 




15 


9 


6 












I 


1 


0 


1 


w 


B 


8 






m 
















1 


I 


0 


3 


M 


11 


2 


1 


1 


m 
















1 


1 


0 


7 


M 


II 


3 






• 1 
















1 


1 


0 


8 


tt 


II 


3 


af 


m 


















1 


1 


0 


0 


II 


II 






mt 


















1 


1 


1 


0 


II 


11 


3 






















I 


1 


1 


3 


M 


11 


1 


2 


2 


















1 


1 


1 


8 


|t 


11 


2 


1 


I 


















1 


3 


0 


4 


U 


W 


2 


I 




















1 


3 


0 


5 


H 


tl 


2 


I 


1 





13. Criterion Referenced Test W) Results. 

In the table below, enter tlie requested infoitnatlon about criterion reference test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and matbcniatlcs; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form 

for those skills which the progr&m attempted to improve. I'lease provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Component 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

Mastery 
Code 


Publisher 


Level 


Pretest 
No. of Pupils 


Postt 
No. of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Passing_ 


est 

NO. if 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 
Failing 


Passing 


Failing 


(1) 


(2) 


6 


0 


9 


1 


6 


0 


0 


1 


3 


(I 


6 


lloi.j^hton-Mlffl: 


n 8 


3 






- 
















1 


9 


0 


1 


II 


II 


1 


2 


2 


- 
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OFFICI-: OF EDuavnniiM. evaluation - data loss foiih 

(tittach to Hill, icciii #30) I'uuction HUm 

In this table enter all Data Loss informtion. Be^een HIR. item ,«0 and this Eom, all participants 
i .rh c t ! t cc n ed for. The co.pon.nt and activity codes used in completion of Ite. «0 
elrinrileilre so'^^^^ tables .atch! See definitions bel. tabic for further ':.tructioas. 



(6) 



Reasons why students were not tested, or if 
tested, were not analyzed 




(1) Identify the p.rtUlp.™t, b, sp.clfU 5r.dc level (.,5., sr.de 3, crde 9). «i>ere several gr.de. «. c»bl«ed. 

enter the last two digito of the coniponcnt code. 

(2) Identify the test used and year of publication (llAT-yO, SDAT-74, etc.). 

« .«med, provide . .ep.... 

« '^^^rrjV^ —1. :vLle/ple.e ro .1. .r.. U f.Uer .p.c. i. 
O "dei':to .piolty, ...d ..fUl. d.u lo.., .tt.el> addldonel thl. for.. 



Alb. my, V.:i:^:' \2.{y. 



GECTIO:: T.I 
I 975-7G .'^cliool Venr 



Due Date: 'Ji'Iy ] , 1976 















i 


0 


1 

7 [5 


0 jo 


• 


7 6 

1 



0 11 



|0|96il!6i8 

! -I I 



:oj.-cc Ti^^c BILINGUAL INSTKUCTIGN OF PRZGNA^iT SCHOOL AGS GligS 



1975-76 



S c:\ool D is'. I- Ice ::.:v.e B/E NYC 



School Di sLi-icr A'.!'! : oi^ s Livingston Street 



Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201 



^^l:^.G a iici T i L ie o i ? r o n C :^ 1 e t: i n;; L his for :n : 



Irene Strum 



School Research Assoc^^ 



To I c plionc ]l .;ir.bo r 



212 



- 8376 



Date Li; is foi'n -.vas co;v.plc"cd ^ ' / / 



87 




Table 12 Ccmponcnts vlfli small number of eligible participants. (Keplaces Table V) ( . 197^i-V5 HTK) 

If Llie dlutricl: turaled a jnoJ'H^t in which tho total niiiubcr of: puplli; ireatcil by any comp^/.-ent code 
simmied to 30 or less, pUc.se \vs^ the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each ptipll a l)o^nanen^ studfMit number, and give comphite tost Information on oach pupil as indicated 
III the lal)le. Before coiiipl.Ulnft this form, read all footii)Lt:S. Attach additional sheets if neccHsary, 



Coini'^oneiit 


Activity 


Test 


Form 


Level 


Grade 




AcliiciVLMiicnC 

l'()!)l:tL'St 


C 

Number of 


Screening 
Tost .V 




Codi 


■» 




Code 


Used 

XI 


Pre 


Post 


Pro 


Post 


Lovcl 


Date 


Stai\il 1 nl 


Da to 


Staudarti 
bScore^'^ 


Contact 
Hours IJ 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


6 


7 


1 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4. 


4 


15 


A/76 


2,1 


5/76 


2.3 


1 


d 


4/76 


e 






















CES 


DES 


4 


4 




4/76 


1.2 


5/76 


L3 


1 


d 


4/76 
























CES 


DES 


4 


4 




A/76 


0 


5/76 


0 


1 


d 


4/76 


-< 






















CES 


DES 


4 


4 


<< 


A/76 


2.8 


5/76 


3.0 


1 


d 


4//. 






















•I 


CES 


DES 


4 


4 


•1 


9/75 


2.1 


11/75 


2.3 


2 


d 


9/75 
























CES 


DES 


4 


4 


11 


9/75 


2.4 


11/7. 


2.4 


2 


d 


9/75 
























CES 


DES 


4 


4 




3/76 


l.A 


3/76 


2.2 


2 


' d 


3/76 


h 






















CES 


DES 


4 


k 




A/76 


1.3 


5/." 


1.6 , 


I 


' d 


^./76 
























CES 


DES 


4 


4 




3/76 


1.5 


5/7t. 


2.5 


2 


d 


3/76 





MenJlfy lest used and year of publlcalion (MAT-58 reading;; CAT-7() i" Mi, 
I'ubl i sh<'r' s S t andard S core. {'>ii»? publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also accen'^able. 
RuTerTheToLal number of contact: hours ihaL this Individual received la supplfcuientary services fro;;) 
[his fnndi ng source. 

(!:ame as III above). The screening test Is tho test that uas empl'-'.yed to cff ,bllsh ellgiblll:y during 
I he needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 
Frueba De Lectura 

Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reporteu 
Ntmiber of months In program 
IJYC liinguage Assessirient Battery 

Teaclier assessment and score taken as Indicator of need >f or bilingual ii st* xtim 



EKLC 



Table 12 CDiiiponenls with smW number of eligible participants: (H'il'laces Table 29 of m-lb HIH) 

H the district fnnded a project in wlilcli the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
smimied to 30 or less, l)lease use the foliowlng table. Do not ldentlfy,»iacb pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a periwment fitudent number, and give complete test informat^n on each pupil as indlnited 
in the table, Uefore conipletln[; this form, read all fuotnotes. Attucli add'tlomU sheets if necessary. 



Pupil 

if 


Component 
Code 


Activity 
Code 


Tout 


Form 


Lcivel 


Grade 

T 0 vf* 1 

IjW V U X 


Acliieveiiicnt: 
PreL'ctit 


'".hievement 
I'oattest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours y 


Scree 
Test 


ining 


Pre 


lost 


I re 


I Obi 




bScorel/ 


L/iILL 


iJ Leu L u 

bScorel^ 


Test- 
1/ 




Standard 
Score 2/ 


10 


6 


6 


7 


I 


5 


0 


0 


/ 


2 


0 




CES 


DES 


4 


4 


15 


4/76 


1.2 


5/76 


l.A 


1 


d 


4/76 


e 


11 
























DES 


CES 


1 


1 


• 


3/76 


21.3 


5/76 


24.0 


1 


i\ 


3/76 




12 






















a 


DES 
CES 


CES 


1 


1 




11/75 


23.6 


1/76 


26.0 


1 


'1 


11/75 




13 


6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


DES 


4 


4 


16 


10/75 


3.5 


11/75 


3.7 


1 


li 


10/75 




14 






























\ 


10/75 


3.8 


U/75 


3.8 


1 


h 


10/75 




15 






















•i 


It 






V 


10/75 


3.3 


11/75 


3.3 


1 ^ 


M 


10/75 




16 


























u 






ti 


10/75 


3.3 


12/75 


3.5 


2 


it 


10/75 




17 






























« 


\ 


9/75 


1.8 


U/75 


2.4 


1 




9/75 




18 
















•« 








s 




3/76 


2,3 


5/76 


2.5 


2 




3/76 





1/ Idenllfy (cjil used and year of piibllcatloii (Hi\T-5H rendin};; CAT-70 iiuilh, etc). 
2/ rnhlirJior's Sinndard Score. (^^^^ pnbl Islier's iiiamial). Scaled scores are also acceptable. • 
l/T:nu7Tlie7oLal miiiiber of contact bours cbat cbis individual received in supplemeniary services from 
ibis ftmding sourcf . 

V iSnm as III above). Tbe screening test Is tbe test tbat was employed to establlsb eligibility during 

(lie needs assessnieul/plannini; pbase of tlie project, 
a. Prueba De lectura 

Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported 

c. number of montbs in program 

d. NYC Ii»nRuai;e Ajisessment Battery 

e. Teacber assessnieat and score taken as indicator of need for blliigtial Ins' tuctinn 



ERJC 
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Tiihlc 12 Coiiiiiommts with small luiiiil'or of eligible participants. (Ileplaciis Table 29 of l!)74-75 NIR) 

If ilie district funded a project Iti wlilcli the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
suiiwed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign 
eadi pupil a poniKinent student number, m\ give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 
in the table. Before completing tliis form, read till footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 



Pupil 

u 


Component 
Code 


Activity 
Code 


Test 
Used 

1/ 


Form 


Lovel 


Grade 

vex 


/Icliicvencnt 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Posttest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours 'I! 


Scree 
Test 






i Obi 


i IC 


1 Ub L 


Ud Lc 


Qf'i nil;iril 

tScorcl/ 


n'iiT> 


liScorei/ 






Standard 
Score 2/ 


19 


6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4 


4 


16 


4/76 


2.3 


5/76 


2.5 


1 


d 


4/76 


e 


20 






























\ 


10/75 


3.0 


U/75 


3.2 


1 


V 


10/75 


1 


21 
























( 


t. 






i 


10/75 


2.8 


11/75 


3.1 


1 




10/75 




22 










I 








9/75 


2.4 


U/7! 


3.0 


2 




9/75 




23 


















\ 












9/75 


2.2 


11/75 


2.6 


2 




9/75 




2A 


















i 








9/75 


2.0 


11/75 


2.5 


2 




9/75 




25 




















\ 












9/75 


2.9 


10/7i 


3.1 


I 




9/75 


V 


26 








\ 




ii 


3 


3 




3/76 


13.7 


5/7fi 


22.7 


1 




3/76 




27 


















DES 


CES 


1 


1 




11/75 


14/6 


1/76 


19.6 


1 




11/75 


\ 



1/ Identify leiiL iisetl and year of piilillcatlou (HAT-50 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). 
2/ Publi.slior's Standard Score* (^^^ publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
1/ Tinier I he'Toial mimher of contact hours that this Indivldiinl received In supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

/♦/ (Same as III above), The screening test la the test that was employed to eslabUsh eligibility during 
(lie needs acsessiiienl /planning phase of the project. 

a. Vrueba De Lectura 

b. Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported 

c. Number of months In program 

d. NYC I^anguage Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual instruction 



Table 12 Conipmienls wltli .sinaU number of eligible participants. (Rtiplaoes Table 29 of 1974-75 MIK) 



If tlie district fmuled a project In uliltli the total nuinb^l- of pupils treated by any component code 
smwed to 30 or less, please use the following table, h not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test Inforniatlon on each pupil as indicated 
In the table. Hefore completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 



Pupil 

1 


Component 
Code 


Activity 
Code 


Test 
Used 

y 


Form 


Level 


Ci'Uao 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Aclii.eveiiieiit 
Polities t 


Number of 
ijOntact 
Hours 11 


Scree 
Tesi 




Pre 


I'OJit 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
b Scored'' 


Date 


Standard 
bScore^/ 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Score 2/ 


28 


6 


6 


7 


1 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




CES 


DES 


A 


4 


15 


2/76 


2.0 


5/76 


2.6 


3 


d 


2/76 


c 


29 


























r 


• 






2/76 


2.2 


5/76 


2.2 


3 




2/76 




30 
































11/75 


3.0 


2/76 


3.3 


3 




11/75 






























ii 


U/7S 


2.2 


2/76 


2.5 


3 




11/75 






































10/75 


1.5 


1/76 


2.7 


3 


\ 


10/75 




























DES 


CES 


1 


1 




2/76 


6.3 


5/76 


18:3 


3 


\ 


2/76 






























2 


2 




2/76 


9.3 


5/76 


18.7 


3 


\ 


2/76 






6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4 


4 


16" 


2/76 


1.4 


5/76 


1.8 


3 


\ 


2/76 




36 


































2/76 


1.8 


5/76 


2.2 . 


3 




2/76 


t 



1/ TdciUlfy lesi used and year of publlcallou (MAT-50 reading; matli^ ei:c). 

11 Publisher's Standard Score. (See piibllshor's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable, 
Vl^iUeTriieToial niiiiiber of contact hours that this individual received in suppleiiientary services from 
Ihli) funding yonrce. 

^i/ (Snine as H above). The screening Lest is the lest that was eiiii)loyed to establish ellgihlliiy during 
the needs asses-nent/planning phase of the project, 

a. Prueba I)e Iiecturii 

b. Standard scoree are unavailable; raw score reported 

c. Ntober of months in program 

d. NYC Language Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher lassessiftent and score raken as Indicator of need for bilingual instruction 
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Tilble 12 Couipoiienls wlLli small number of eligible paitlcipants- (Rcpliices Table 29 of 197/|-75 MIR) » 

If the district funded a project In wlilcli the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
summed to 30 or less, please use the following table, lb not Identify each piipll by nnnie; assign 
each pupil a peniianent student nuinbor, «ihI give coinpletfi test Infoniiatlon on each pupil as Indicated 
j In tU table. Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets If nocossary. 



Pun \ 1 

rupu 

f 


Component 


Activity 


Test 
Used 

1 / 


Form 


Level 


Grade 
Level 


Achievoiaeiit 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Poattest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours }J 


Sere 
Tes 


aulng 






C 


ou 


e 








Code 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
t Score!/ 


Date 


Standard 
bScorel^ 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


.,.3/ 


6 


5 


7 


1 


i 


0_ 


0_ 


2 


L 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4 


4 


16 




l.O 


5/76 


1.3 


3 


d 


2/76 


t 
























1 . 


1 

1 


\ 




\ 




10/75 


1.8 


1/76 


2.3 


r 3 




10/75 




J J 
























\ 


\ 




1 


» 


9/75 


"5 


12/75 


IJi 


3 




9/75 




40 
























\ 


\ 






\ 


2/76 


2.4 


5/76 


5.7 


3 




2/76 




41 






















s 


\ 






\ 




10/75 


1.9 


1/76 


2.5 


3 




10/75 




42 


6 


6 


7 


1 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


\ 


[ 


1 




\ 


15 


10/75 


2.4 


2/76 


2.7 


4 




10/75 




43 






















1 


\ 




I 


s 




10/75 


i:6 


2/76 


2.0 


4 


\ 


10/75 




44 






















1 


I 






u 




10/75 


1.8 


2/76 


2.2 


4 




10/75 


ft. 


45 






















\ 

1 






3 




9/75 


8.0 


1/76 


17.3 


4 




9/;5 





1/ Identify (.est used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading;; CAT- 70 math, etc). 
2/ Publisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's maminl)* Scaled scores are also acceptable^ 
V Enter the total mimber of contact hours that this individual received In supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

4/ (Same as ill above). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
ihe needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 

a. Prueba De Lectura 

b. Standard scores are unavailable; raw acore reported 

c. Number of months in prbgraV 

d. liyc Language Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher aasesainent and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 



! Table 12 Conipunents with small number of eligible participants. (Iteplactiij Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR) ' • 

i If the district f muled a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 

I suimied to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign T i 

1 each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test Inforniatloa on each pupil as Indicated 

[ In Uiu table* Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheete If necessary. ; 

I 



Pud 11 


Component 


Activity 
Code 


lesc 

Used 
1/ 

, A' 


Form 


Level 


Grade 
Level 


Achievenieut 
Pretest 


Acliievoiiient 
Poottest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours iJ 


Sore 
Tes 


enlng 






C 


od 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 

n j 

\) Score;' 


Date 


Standard 

n 1 

A Score i' 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score if 


46 


6 


6 


7 


t 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


•CES 


DES 


3 


3 




12/75 


19.7 


4/76 


25.7 


4 


d 


12/75 


e 


47 


6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


■1 








4 


ID 


10/75 


1.9 


2/76 


2,5 


4 




10/75 




48 


























1 


\ 


\ 




lU/ Ij 


0 1 


0 he 
LI lb 




4 


ii 


10/75 




49 






















^ 




\ 




i 




10/75 


1.9 


2/76 


2.7 


4 


\ 


10/75 




50 






























\ 




9/75 


2.3 


1/76 


2.5 


4 




9/75 




51 


























\ 


i> 




i, 


10/75 


2.5 


2/76 


2.5 


4, 


i 


10/75 


» 


52 


























\ 




\ 




10/75 


2.0 


2/76 


2.3 


4 




10/75 




53 
























s 








t 


10/75 


1.8 


2/76 


2,1 


4 


1 


10/75 




54 






















ii 






1 


10/75 


0 


2/76 


1.8 


4 




10/75 





II Identify test used and year of publlcatlou (HAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). 
2/ _Fu blislior's S Lamia rd Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
.V [inter the total number of coijtact hours that this individual received In supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

^/ (Same as ill above). The screening test Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs assusstiieiit/planning; phase of the project. 

a. Prueba De Lectura 

b. Standard scores are unavailafile; raw score reported . 

c. Number of months In program 

d. MYC language Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken aa indicator of need for bilingual instruction 



ERIC 
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Tflhlii 12 CoiiipoiiciUs with small number of eligible participants. (Keplaces Table 29 of 197/i-?5 HIR) 

If the district funded a project In which the total number of piijills treated by any component code 
summed to 30. or less, pleuse use the following table, h not Identify each -Kipll by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, und give complete test Information on each pupil as indicated 
In the table. Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Atta. h a; diti.inal sheets If necessary. 



Pupil 

// 


Component 


Activity 


To?t 
Ut;ed 
1/ 




I'ln 


Level 


Level 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Achievement 
I'osttest 


C 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours U 


Screening 
Test i!/ 






u 


Od 


c 








Code 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
k Score 5 


Date 


Standard 
bScorei' 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Snore '^1 


55 


0 


6 


7 


I 


6 


0 


0 


, 7 


2 


A 

0 


(X 




HPS 


4 


/t 


10 


10/75 


1.9 


2/76 


2.4 


4 


d 


10/71 


e 


56 
























\ 


1 






r 


10/75 


1.4 


2/76 


2.2 


4 




10/7: 




li 
































1 










, 4 




10/7i 




58 






















• 












10/75 


0 


lilt 


1.5 


4 


\ 


10/7: 




59 


























10/75 


2.2 


tin 


2.4 


4 


\ 


10/7: 




60 






























* 


9/75 


3.5 


1/76 


3.6 


4 


♦ 


9/7: 




61 
























• 




10/75 


3.1 


2/76 


3.3 


4 




10/7: 


1 


62 






















1 




1 




10/75 


3.2 


2/76 


3.5 


4 




10/7: 




63 
































10/75 


2.5 


2/76 


3.0 


4 




10/7: 





I 

Ui 

I 



\J Identify lest used and year of publication (['L\T-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). 
21 Piibli shor es Standard Score* (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
V F.iKer the total miiiiber of contact hours that this- individual received in auppleincntary services from 
ihls finuling uource. 

^/ (Same as //I above). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs assessiiient/plaiinlnj; phase of the project. 

a. Prueba De Lectura 

b. Standard scores are unavailable; raw score repotted 
c* Number of months in program 

d. NYC language Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 



100 
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Table 12 Components witli small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 197/|-75 H[R) 

If tlie district funded a project In which the total, number of pupils treated by any component code 
sunmcd to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test Information on each pupil as indicated 
in the table, before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets If necessary. 



Pupil 

1 


ConiponcMit 


Activity 


Test 
Used 

1/ 


Fo 


rm 


U 


vel 


Grade 
Levul 


AcliiavenienL 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Post test 


C 

Contact 


Screening 
Test H 




L 


0(1 


e 




} 




Cod 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
l>Score£' 


Date 


Standard 
bScorei' 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


64 




6 


7 


I 




} 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4 


4 


16' 






lit 

2/76 


2,6 


4 


d 


10/75 


e 


65 






















'1 




s 


• 








1 R 


1 he 


2,3 


4 




10/75 




66 






















ii 


\ 


% 


* 


- 




10/75 


.2.1 




2.7 


4 




10/75 




67 


















1 


DES 


CES 


3 


3 


- 


9/75 


21.3 


1/76 


26.3" 


4 


1 


9/7S 




68 






















# 




9/75 


26.7 


1/76 


39.0 


. 4 


1 


9/75 




69 


6 


6 


7 


1 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




CES 


DES 


4 


4 


15 


12/75 


2.2 


5/76 


2.2 


5 


\ 


12/75 


(, 


70 






















• 










12/75 


1.0 


5/76 


2.0 


5 




12/75 




71 




























\ 




9/75 


2.1 


2/76 


2.1 


5 


- 1 


9/75 


> 


72 






























U 




9/75 


2.2 


2/76 


2.5 


5 




. 9/75 





\\ Ideiulfy lest used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, eLc). 
2/ Mlisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. ' 
j/ Knter the total miiiiber ol: contact hours that this IndLvlduul received In supplementary services from 
this funding uource* 

4/ (Sniiie as //I above). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish elieibillty during 
I he needs assessment/planning phase of the projnct. 

a. Prueba De lecture 

b. Stanilar^J scores are unavailable; raw score reported 

c. Number of months in prograii) 

d. NYC Language Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 



Table 12 Components with small miiiiber of eligible participants, (llcplaceo Table 29 of I97/i-?5 MIR) 



If the district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component ^wde 
suiiined to 30 or less, please use the following. table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assi'gn 
each pupil a permanent student minibfir, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 
in the table, aefore completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets i£ necessary. 



Pupil 

4 

73 


Component: 


Activity 


Test 
Used 

ly 


Fo 


nil 


Lc 


vel 


Grade 
Level 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Achievement 
. Posttest 


r 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours 1/ 


Screeiiuig 






c 


Oil 


e 




Cod 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
b Score 1/ 


Date 


Standard 
bScore^/ 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


rsundurd 
Score V 


0 


0 


/ 


I 


5 


0 


A 

0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4 


4 


15 


9/75 


2.7 


2/76 


2.8 


5 


d 


9/?5 


e 


IK 










— 


















1 


9/75 


0 


2/76 


1.3 


5 




• 


Ij 


























% 


9/75 


2.2 


2/76 


2.0 


5 


1 






lb 




























1 




1 


9/71 


2.4 


2/76 


2.8 


5 


1 






11 






























1 




9/7S 


1.5 


2/76 


2.0 


5 ' 


1 


1 




78 






















1 










9/75 


... 

3.8 


2/76 


2.9 


5 








79 
























( 

1 






\ 




9/75 


1.3 


2/76 


1.8 


5 




1 




80 


















1 




1 






9/75 


2.1 


2/76 


2.1 


5 


i 






81 






























4 




10/75 


2.5 


3/76 


2.8 


5 


t 


10/75 





1/ Identify test used and year ot publication (t'lAT-58 nadlng; CAT- 70 math, etc), 
2/ Publisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
}l Enter the total nimiber of contact hours that tills Individual received In supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

y (Same as #1 above). The screiMilng test Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
tht needs assessment/planning phase ot the project, 

a. Prutba De Lectura 

b. Stanatrd scores are unavailable; raw acore reported 

c. Number J, months In program 

d. NYC Language Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 



Table 12 Componenls with small number of eligible participants. (Roplacea Table 29 of 1974-75 mil) 

If tlie district funded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
summed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test Information on each pupil as Indicated 
in the table. Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if tiecussary. 



Pupil 


Compoucut 


Activity 


Test 
Used 

V 

fV 


Fo 


rni 


Le 




Level 


i^cliievcnieut 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Poattest 


Number .of 
Contact 
Hours 


Screening 
Tost _V 








Oil 


e 








ijod 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
) Score 1/ 


Date 


Standard 
bScore^/ 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


82 


0 


r 
0 


1 


1 

1 

I 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


DES 




1 


1 

i 


ij 


9/75 


11,6 


2/76 


18.3 


5 


d 


9/75 




83 


c 
0 


c 
0 


■1 
/ 


r 
0 


A 

0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4 


k 


16 

1 V 


9/75 


1.7 


2/76 


2.1 


5 




9/75 


e 

1 


84 
























^ 


\ 






\ 




1.0 


lilt 


2.3 


5 




'9/75 




85 




















\ 


< 


• 


- 


\ 


m 


2.4 


2/76 


2.6 


5 




9/75 


4 


86 
























1 






% 




11115 


1.5 


5/76 


2.3 


5 


1 


12/75 


1 


87 


































9/75 


2.4 


2/76 


2.7 


5 


i 


9/75 


\ 


88 






























S 

■ 

3 




12/75 


19.7 


5/76 


27.0 


5 


1 


12/75 


t, 


89 




























3 




12/75 


20.7 


5/76 


26.7 


5 


1 


12/75 


i 


90 
























DES 


CES 


3 


3 




9/75 


23.3 


2/76 


34.0 


5 


1 


9/75 





1/ Identify Lest used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). 
2/ I'ubl I shor's Standard Score. (Sec publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also'acceptnble. 
V Enter the total mimher of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

4/ (Same as //l above). The screening test Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs asse'ssmeiu /planning phase of Lhe project. 

a. Prueba De; Lectura 

b. ^ Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported ^. 

c. Number of months in program 

d. NYC Language Asaessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as ind ica tor Vf' need for bilingual Instruction 



106 

ERIC 



10/ 



I 



Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (RtJplaccs Table 29 of 1974-75 HIR) 

If the district funded a project i\\ which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 

summed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign T 

each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 

in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets If necessary, * 



Pupil 


Component 


Activity 

Code 


Tt'fit 
Used 

IJ 


Form 


1,0 vol 


Grade 
Level 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Aclileveinent 
Po3ttest 


. C 
Number of 

Contact 

Hours 3/ 


Screening 
• Test V 






C 


od 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 

J, us L 




^ I'll n fin 

b Score!/ 


IVtl-n 
UiXl\i 


DiunQuru 
bScorel/ 


test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


91 


6 


6 


7 


I 


6 


0 




7 


2 


0 


a 


DES 


CES 


1 


1 


16 


12/75 


n.6 


5/76 


22.6 


5 


d 


12/75 


e 


92 










5.. 












CES 


PES 


3 


3 




12/75 


19,7 


5/76 


27.0 


5 




12/7 


5 ' 


93 


6 


6. 


I 


I 


0 


d 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 


4 


4 


15 


11/75 


1.2 


5/76 


1.4 


6 


s 


11/7 


5 ! 


94 
























\ 










11/75 


2.5 


5/76 


2.5 


6 


1 


11/7 


5 ' 


95 


6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


4 








K 


16 


11/75 


2.2 


5/76 


2.7 


6 


1 


11/7 


5 


96 




















N 


\ 


K 




I. 


h 


U/75 


1.8 


5/76 


2.4 


6 


\ 


11/7 


I 

5 


97 












0 












\ 


k 




i 




10/75 


2.8 


4/76 


3.1 


6 




10/7 


5 


98 • 


6 


6 


7 


1 


5 


0 


7 


2 


0 


1 


\ 


i 




li 


15 


10/75 


1.5 


5/76 


1.6 


7 


1 


10/7 


5 ' 


99 






















, \ 








.1 


10/75 


2.3 


5/76 


2.8 


7 




10/7 


5 



[/ Identify test used and year of publlcallon (HAT-58 reading; CAT-70 matli» etc), 
2/ rublifiherVs Standard Scorci (Sec publisher's maiuial). Scaled scores are also acceptable, 
\l Enter the total number of contact hourji that this Individual received in suppleiimntary services from 
this funding source. 

hi (Same as II above), The screening test Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project, , ^ 

a, Prueba De Lectura 

b, Standard scores arc unavailable; raw score reported 

c, Number of months in program 

d, NYC language Asfleflsment Battei7 

e, Teacher asaefisment and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual instruction 

108 



ERIC 



I Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR) 

If the district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
siinmied to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign T 
] each pupil a permanent student mmbcr, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 

\ in the table. Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 

I ■ 

I ■ ; 



Pupil 


Conif»onent 


.Activity 


Te«Jt 

Used 
1/ 


Form 


Level " 


Level 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Posttest 


C 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours i/ 


Sere 
Tea 


aning 
lit 






Cod 


e 








Cod 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 

9-/ 

bScoref' 


Date 


Standard 
b Score i' 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score ^/ 


100 
101 


) 


I* 
■\ 
J 


7 
f 


1 

L 


; 
J 


J 




7 


i 


ft 
u 


a 




DhS 




4. 




10/75 


1.5 


C 111 

5/76 


2.3 






. 

10/7S 


A 


































1U//5 


l.J 


5/76 


2.4 


— 






< 


102 
























\ 


s 


1 


1 


1 


10/75 


1.0 


5/76 


2.0 




< 






103 


























\ 


\ 


\ 


•• 


10/.75 


1.5 


5/76 


2.0 




1 




> 


104 


6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


1 


0 




\ 


1 


\ 




16 


10/75 


2.0 


5/76 


2.9 










105 




























\ 


\ 


\ 


10/75 


2.1, 


5/76 


2.9 




% 






106 


























h 




1 


\ 


10/75 


2.0 


5/76 


2.4 








( 


107 


























t 


% 


10/75 


3.0 


5/76 


3.2 




i 




% 


103 
































t 


10/75 


2.8 


5.76 


3.1 








\ 



y Identify test used ami year of publication (HAT-5B reading; CAT-70 matli, etc), 
2/ publ isher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable, 
V linter the total nuiiiher of contact hours that this individual received In supplementary services from 
ihls funding source. ' 

y (SiHiie as II above). - the screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 

the needs assessinent/plaimlng phase of the project, 
a. Prueba De Lectura 

b. Standard Scores are unavailable; raw score reported 

c. Number of months in program 

d. NYC language Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken aa indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 
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Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Rq)laces Table 29 of l!)74-75 Mill) 



If the district funded .4 project in which the total iiuinber of pupils treated by any component code 
suimned to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permaiient student number, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 
in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attiich ttddltional sheets if necessary, 



Pupil 


Coiiipciicnt 


Activity 
Code 


Test 
Used 

H 


Form 


Level 


Grade 
Level 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Acliieveinent 
Foattest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours y 


Sere 
Tee 


^.ning ' 






Code 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
b Score 1/ 


Date 


Standard 
bScorel'' 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


109 


6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


a 


CES 


DES 




4 


16 


10/75 


2.0 


5/76 


2,8 


7 


d 


10/7 


5 e 


11A 

ilu 






















ii 






k 




10/7J 


2.0 


5/76 


2.7 


7 


It 




> 


























\ 






1, 




10/7: 


1.9 


"5/76 


2.5 


7 


V 






112 






















\ 










10/75 


1.9 


5/76 


2.4 


1 


H 




t 


113 






















\ 










\ 


10/75 


1.7 


5/76 


2.5 


7 








114 






















\ 


\ 




'1 


1, 


N 


10/7: 


2.2 


5/76 


2.6 


7 


t 




i 


115' 
























DES 


CES 


2 


2 


\ 


10/75 


10.0 


5/76 


14.0 


7 






1 


116 


6 


6 


7 


1 


5 


0 


0 
0 


7 


2 


0 




CES 


DES 


4 


4 


15 


9/75 


2.1 


5/76 


2.0 


8 




9/75 


\ 


117 


6 


6 


7 


1 


6 


0 


7 


2 


0 


1, 






ii 




16 


9/75 


2.5 


5/76 


2.9 


8 


1 


9/75 


/ 



1/ Identify lest used and year of publknclon (MAT-5B reading; CAT- 70 math, etc), 
2/ Pnbli slmr's Standard Score, (!^ee publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
y Enter the total mimber of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from 
this funding source » 

y (Same as l\ above). The screening tost Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 

(he needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 
0. Prueba De Lcctura 

b. Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported 

c. Number of months In program 

d* NYC Languase Assessment Battery 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 
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Trtblc 12 Components with small number of eligible participants- (Replaces Table 29 of .l97/i-75 MIR) 



If the district funded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component coc;! 
suinned to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent studAit number, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 
In the table. Ilefore completing this funii, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 



Pupil 


Component 


Activity 


Test 


Fo 


rill 


Level 


Grade 


Acliicvenieiit 
Pnetest 


Acliluvoment 
Post test 


c 

Number of 


Sere 
*Te8 


fining 

til/ . 






ou 


c 








Cod 


G 


Used 

y 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Level 


Date 


Standard 
Score ^/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 1/ 


Contact 
Hours 11 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


— IL 


i 


i 


i 


I 


i 




0 


7 


7 


0 


Read 


1! 


G 






' IS 


l/7( 


i A. 9 


5/76 


5.6 


1 


d 


3/7f 


e 


133 
























1, 

\ 








N 


4/7( 


1 3.9 




4.2 




d 


4/7( 




10 


6 


6 


6 


J, 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




G 


H 






16 


3/7| 


1 5.8 


5/7fi 


5.8 


2 


t 


3/7( 




26 
























11 


G 


Adv 


Adv 


h 




1.8 


if 


3.4 


I 


t 


3/71 




27 






















^ 




F 






S 


11/7; 


1 6.9 


l/7f 


7.1 


1 


• 


11/7! 




28 


6 


6 


6 


1 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




G 


H 


Int 
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15 


2/7 


) 4.6 


5/7( 


5.0 


3 




2/71 
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II 


\ 


\ 


•I 


4.5 


•( 


4.9 


\ 
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H 


G 






't 




3.4 




4.1 


u 


































II 


t 




b 


1 


3.8 




4.0 


n 




• 





[/ Identify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc), 
2/ Publisher's Standard Score. (Sue publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
2/ i'lnter ilie total nunilier of contact hours that this Individual received in siippleiiiontary services from 
this fumllng soiirce, 

4/ (Same as II above). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
I lie needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 

c. Number of months in program 

e. Teacher aascssrasnt and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual instruction 



Table 12 Comijonents with small number of eligible participants. (Rcplaceu Table 29 of I97/i-75 HIR) 



If the district funded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
suinned to 30 or 'less, please use the following table, Do not identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student niindier, and give complete test Information on each pupil as Indicated 
in the table, before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets if necessary. 



nip Li 

it 


Component' 


Activity 


Test 
Used 

II 


Fo 


rm 


Level 


Grade 
Level 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Posttest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours 11 


Screening 
Test V 








Ode 








Cod 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
Score I'' 


Date 


Standard 
Scorel/ 


Tost 

1/ 


j/ll uc 


0 LauUuiU 

Score V 




6 


6 


6 


1 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


MK 

Da ny] 


II 


G 


Adv 
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15 


2/76 


7,8 


5/76 


8.0 • 


3 


d 


2/76 


e 
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5/76 


6.7 
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u 
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5.7 
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6.5 
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10/7: 
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6 


6 


6 


1 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


n 


H 


F 
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16 


9/75 


6.4 


1/76 


6.7 


/> 




9/75 
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G 


H 
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16 


10/75 


6,9 


2/76 


7.9 


i< 




10/75 


\ 
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\ 


h 




/I 


1, 


16 


\ 


6.2 


1. 


7.8 


'i 




10/75 


t 


61 






















i, 


k 


1. 




4 


16 


1 


8.4 




9.8 


u 




10/75 


1. 


72 


Q 


6 


6 


I 


5 


0 


3 


7 


2 
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l| 


1 


15 


9/75 


3.8 


2/76 


4.8 


5 




9/75 


■ 'i 


82 






















11 


G 


It 


1 


15 


1 


3.8 


II 


4.0 






1 





' \j Identify test used and year of publication (HAT-58 reading; CAT- 70 math, etc). 

2/ I' ubliulicr's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable, 
; 3/ Enter the lotal number of contact hours that this individual received In supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

4/ (Same as //I above). The screening test Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
I tile needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 

c. Number of months in program 

; d. NYC UB 

e. Teacher assessinfint and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual luatructlon ' 

i 
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Table 12 Componpnts wltli small number of eligible participants' (Re.flacea Table 29 of 1974-75 HIR) 



If the district fiiiuki(i a project in wlilcli the total number of pupils treated by any coniponent code 

sminned to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign j' 

each pupil a permanent student iiuiiiber, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 

in the table, liefori: completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary, I 

t 



Pupil 

1 

# 


Component 


Activity 


Test 
Used 
1/ 


Fo 


rm 

LIU 


Level 


Level 


Aclilevenient 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Posttest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours ij. 


Sere 
Tefi 


EPing 
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Post 


Date 


Standard 
Score i' 


Date 


Standard 
Score 1/ 


Test 
1/ 


Date 
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Score i/ 
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t 
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1 
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\J Identify tesi: used and year of piihllcutlon (HAT-58 rending; CAT-70 math, etc). 
2/ I 'libU slier' s Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores ore also acceptable. 
V Knter the (olal number of contact hours that this Individual received In supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

4/ (Same as II above). Tlie screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
(he needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 

c. Kunilier of months In program 

d. mc m 

e. Teacher asscosraent and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 
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Table 12 Coiiipontnts with small miiiiber.of eligible participants. (Heplacea Table 29 .of l97/i-75 MIR) 

If the district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
suinmed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a pernwnent student number, and give 'complete test information on each pupil as iniilcated 
In the table. Before completing tiiis form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 



1 



IJ Idenilfy lest used and year of publication (HAT-58 reading; CAT- 70 math, etc). 
2/i'>ilill.'iiuir^Suindard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
V Enier liie total number of contact hours tliiiL this individual received In supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

y (Same as tfl above), The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project, 

c. Number of months in program 

d. NYC LAB ■ ■ 

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual instruction 
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Table L' Coinpom-nts with small number of eligible participants- (Keplncee Table 29 of 19]/i-75 Hill) 



If tlie district fuiided a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
siinned to 30 or less, piense 'jso the following table, Do not Identify each pupil by mime; assign 
each pupil a pcrnmnent student niiniber, and give complete test Infornwtlon on each pupil as indicated 
in the table, before roinplcting Ibis form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets if necessary. 



Pupil 
• — — 


Component 


Activity 


Test 
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■ly 
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cm 
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Achievefneut 
Pretest 
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I'oattest 
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c 

V 


ode 
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1/ Identify test used and year of publication (HAT-53 reading; CAT-70 math, etc), 
2/ Publisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable, 
}l Enter the total number of contact hours that fJiis Individual received U\ supplementary services from 
I his funding source. 

y (Same as j/1 above). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 

c. Number of months in program 

d. NYC UB 

t. Teacher assessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 
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Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 HIR) 



If tlw (llfTlct fiiniMtl a project In wlilcli the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
summed to 30 or less, please use the followlni; table. Do «ot Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a piirinanent student miiiibev, and give' complete test information on each pupil as Indicated 
In tha table. Before completip^hls form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheeti; if necessary. 
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]J Identify lest used and year of publication (HAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). 
2/ Publl slier' s Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
1/ Flnter Che total minber of contact hours that'\£his individual received in supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

4/ {Sum as tfl above). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 

c. Numberof months in program 

d. NYC m 

e. ', Teacher assessment and score taken an Indicator of need for bilingual instruction 



Table 12 CniDponmUs vltli small number of eligible participants' (Replaccfl Table 29 of 197/»-?5 HI[{) 



If the district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
summed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Ho not identify each pupil by name;' assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test information on 'each pupil as indicated 
in the table. Before completing this form, read all footiiotes. Attach additional sheets. If necessary, 



Pupil 


Component 


Activity 
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\J Idcnilfy Lest used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). 
y I 'll 1' Hs lie r's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
V Enter the total number of contact hours tliat this individual received in supplementary services from 
I his funding source, 

4/ (Same as //I above). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 

the needs assessment/planning phase of the project, 
c. Number of months in program 

d, mc TAB 

e. Teacher aaaessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 
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Table 12 Comijonents with small number of eligible paiticipants. (Replaces Table 29 of 197/i-75 NIll) 

If the district funded a project In whicli the total mnaber of pupils treated by any component code 
suiimed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a pevwinont student number, and give complete teat Information on each pupil as indicated 
in the table, ilefore completing this foviii, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 
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]J Identify test used and year of ptd)lloal Ion (MAT-SO reading; CAT- 70 math, etc). 
; 2/ i'ubiyic^ Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 

V Enter the total number of contaci: lumrs that this individual received In supplementary services from 
(his funding source. 

. ' 4/ (.Same as II above). The screening lest Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
: llie needs asse.sstiienl /planning phase of the project. 

{ c. Number of months in program 
: d. NYC LAB 

I e. Teacher assessnient and score taken aa indicator of need for bilingual instruction 
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jle 12 Components with snuiU number of eligible parcicipnnts. (Replaces Table 29 of i9'M-75 MIU) 

[ tlie district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code 
jnniied to 30 or less, please use the foTiowing table. Ho not identify each pupil by name; assign 
ich pupil a perninnent student nunibi^r, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 
1 the table. Before completing this fonn, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets If necessary. 
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ii.ify test used and year of pnhllcation (MAT-58 reading; CAT- 70 math, etc). 

Usher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 

if the total number of contact hours that this individual received In supplementary services from 

> funding source* 

lie as III above). The screening test la the test that was employed lo establish eligibility during 
needs assessment/planning phase of tlte project. 
»er of months In program 
LAD 

:her assessmant end score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual instruction 
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I'able 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Keplaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR) 

If the district funded a project lu which the total number of pupils treated by any componenL code 
suimned to 30 or less, please use the following table, Ho not identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test Information on each pupil as Indicated 
in the table. Hefore completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 



omponent 


Activity 


Test 
Used 

y 


Form 


Level 


Grade 
Level 


Achievement 
Pretest 


Achievement 
Poattest 


c 

Number of 
Contact 
Hours ij 


Screening 
Test V 


C 


od 


e 








Cod 


e 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
Scoru 2/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score y 


Test 
1/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


8 


I 


6 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


Mat7C 
Ilath 


F 


G 


Int 


Int 


16 




7.i 


2/76 




4 


d 


in/7f 




8 


1 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 








h 




15 


9/75 


4.6 


2/76 


5.6 


5 




9/7: 


e 

1 






























10/75 


3,6 


3/76 


3.8 




/' 


10/7: 
































9/75 


6.0 


2/76 


6.4 


1 




9/7: 


1 






























« 


5.2 




5.6 


1 




























h 


k 


15 


12/75 


5.3 


5/76 


6,2 


5 


I- 


12/75 






























4 


9/75 


4.2 


2/76 


4.5 


1 




9/75 




























1 






4.2 




3.7 




\ 


tl 




























4 






4.6 




5.2 




4 


'» 





leniify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). ^ 

ibllshor's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptaUle, 

Uer the total ntiniher of contact Ijeurs that this individual received in supplementary ^services from 

lis funding source. ^ 

)ame as H above). The screening Trfr«Cj-a the test that was employed to establish eligibtUty during 

ie needs assessment/planning phase of the project. 

imber of months In program ^ 
rc LAB ^ / 

jacher assessment and score taken ao.indicator of need for bilingual instruction \ 
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Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants* (Replaces Table 29 of 19/4-75 MIR) 



If the district fuiuled a project in which the total number of pupils tfreated by any component code 
suiinned to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test lnl:ormatlon ou each pupil as Indicated 
in the table, liefore completing thh form, rend all footnotes. Attach additional sheets If necessary. 
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1/ Ideiitiry Letit used and year of publication (IIAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc), 
2/ Publisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable, 
y Kiuer the toLal number of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from 
ihis funding source. 

y (Same as II above). The screening test is tlie lest that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needs assessment/planning phase of tlie project, 

c. Number of^months In program 

d. Nvc m 

e. Teacher asseaament and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 
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Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Ilqilaces Table 29 of 197/i-75 MIR) 

If the district funded a project; In wlilcli the total number of piipilfi treated by any component code 
summed to 30 or less, -lease use the following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a pcnimnoi, student number, and give complete test information on each pupil as Indicated 
in the table. Before completing tiii.s form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if iiiicessary. 



Pupil 
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I 


0(1 


e . 








code 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


Date 


Standard 
Score 2/ 


Test 
1/ 
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\J Identify (est used and year of publication (HAT-58 reading; CAT- 70 math, etc). 
2/ Publisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). ' Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
jl Enter the total number of contact limirs that this individual received in supplementary services from 
this funding source. 

4/ (Same ns II above), The screenliH^ test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during 
the needn assessiiiont/pianning phase of tiie project. 

c. Number of months In program 

d. NYC m 

e. Teacher aflsesament and score taken aa indicator of need for bilingual inotructlon 
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ibie 12 Components with small number O; eligible participants* (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR) 

f tlie district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code > * 

luimned t:o 30 or less, please use tlie following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign 
sacli pupil a pornianent student number, and give complete test inforiiiation on each pupil as indicated 
n the table. Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 
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Mitify resL used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc). ! 
>lislH'r*s Standard Score. (See publisher's manual), Scaled^scores are also acceptable, 1 
.er the toLal number of contact hours that tills individual received in supplementary services from 1 
s funding souLce. ' j^'^ 

ime as III above). Th' screening Leiit is tlie test that was employed to esLablish eligibility during ■ 
) needs' assessment/planning phase of tlie project, 
ber of months in* program 
UB . 

cher assesjiPdnt and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual infltructlon 
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Tal)lc 12 Components with small miiiibor of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR) 

If the district funded a project In wliicli the total number of pupils treated by any component code * 
suniined to 30 or less, please use tlie following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign 
each pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated 
in the table, iiefove completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets if necessary. 
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y Iilentiry (.est used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; '^1-70 math, etc), 
I 2/ Ml Lslier's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable. 
; J/ Knter the loLal number of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from 
i Mils funding source. 

j y (Same as II above). The screening test Is the test that was 'employed to establish eiigibility during 
; the needs assessiiiciil/planning phase of the project, 

c. Number of months in progrsnj 
IIYC Uli 

; e, Teacher assessment and score taken as Indicator of need for bilingual Instruction 
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OFl'TCE OF [■DUCATIOIIAI, EVALUATION ■ DATA T.QSS FORM 
(iittnch CO t'lm, iLciii #30)' I'uuctlon 

J 

In.thlfl Cttble enter all Data loss Inforrvitlon. Belveen HIR, item <I30 and this form, all participanta 
in each activity rauet be accounted for. The component and activity codes used in completion of item tf30 
ahould be used here so that the two tables watch. See definitions bela^ table for further instructions. 
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(1) Identify the participants by lipeciflc grade level (e.g., grade 3, grade 9). Whore several grades are combined, 

enter the Inst tuo di^ita of the component code. 
(3) Identify the LuJt iiiicd and year of publication (Hi\T-70, SI)AT-74, etc.). 

(3) tiuiiibcr of partlctplnc:i in the activity. 

(4) t.'uinber of partlclpanta included in the pre and posttest calculations found on itcmWO. 

(5) llunbcr and percent of participants not tested i:nd/or not analyzed on iteiii//30. 

(6) Specify all reauons why Btudenta were not teoted and/or analyzed. For each re.ison specified, provide a separate 

number count. If any further documentation is available, please attach to this fonn. If further space 1« 
needed to upcclfy and eicplnin data loss, attach additional pages to this form. 

a Frueba de Lectuca j 



OT'Tcn 01' i:i)i)C VfionAi. kvamiatton - data m,^ im \ 

"{ntcnch to HJJl, item //30) I'unccion // 

In thlB table enter all Docn loas Infornwtion. Between MIR, item ^30 ami this form, all participants 
In each activity rauat be accounted for. The component and activity codes uaed in completion of Item if30 
ohould be uaed here so chat the tvo tables match, See definitions below table for further •'nstnictloi.3. 



Component 
Code 


Activity 

Code 


(1) 
Croup 

I.D. 


(2) 
Teot 
Used 


(3) 
Total 
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CO 
Number 
Teoted/ 
Analyzed 
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Participants 
Not Tested/ 
Analyzed 


(6) 

Keaflons why students were not teoted^ or If 
tested, were not analyzed 

Number/ 
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i (1) Identify tht pflrtlclpnntfl by GpeclfLc grade level (e.g., grade 3, grade 9). Where aevernl graJt-a are combined, 
I enter the last two digits of the component code. 

(2) Identity the teiit used and year of publication 0-ljVr'70, SDAT-7't, etc.). 
I (3) Number of participants in the activity. 

! (/() lluiiibor of partlclpnntfl included in the' pre and posttest calculations found on itemWO. 
' (5) number and percent of participants not tested and/or not anniyned on lteiiif/30. 

(6) Specify all reasons why atudencs were not teated and/or analyzed. L'or each reason specified, provide a aeparate 

!niinbe;^ount. If any further docuincnttttion Ifl available, please attach to; thla fomi, If further apace 1b 

n-cdcd CO flpeclfy and oq^Uln data losfl, attach oddltiomil pngco to this f'oniu 
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CGRR£CTr/E READI^iG, CORnZCTr/Z MATilEI^iATICS AlfD 
3ILi:iGU^L DiSTIlUCTION OF PRZCIIAITT SCHOOL AGS Gll^S 

ABSTPuVCT 

The ccrvGccive reading, corrective iriatheniatics , and Bilingual programs 
for pregnant school age girls was aimed at providing continuity of instruction 
Tr^r prej;,-nant girls ^^ho v^re at least tvo years behind thair grade leval in 
grade equivalent test scores. The corrective reading and corrective mathe- 
matics program used a diagnostic/prescriptive approach to instruction. The 
programs testsNi^ed for diagnosis and mastery testing were used for program 
evaluation. In the Bilingual Component, Prueba da Lactura, and MAT's in 
raading and mathematics were administered. 

Five distributions vere obtained from the diagnostic/prescriptive test 
results reported by classroom teachers, which formed the core of the evalua- 
tion results. Analysis of the classroom testing data indicated that more 
than 30% of the students in reading and mathematics achieved mastery in at 
least one instructional objective, figures that were below the program goal 
of 707a achieving mastery in onr-^ ii.-^tructional objective per month of in- 
struction. Further analysis showti wha^ many students had mastered a signifi- 
cant number of objectives prior to instruction, and that some teachers adnin* 
istered relati; cTy ftw objective tests to their students. Excessive absence 
and delivery of baby were explanations given by teachers. Analysis of 
student objective achievement by objective indicated that reading instruction 
x^as most effective in structural analysis and vocabulary, and somewhat less 
effective in 7;eoding comprehension. In mathematics, objective achievement 
was most prcrjlnenr in numbers and operations. At the program's conclusion, 
more than 6Q;i of the students in reading and more than 707, of the students 
in nathomatico had achieved mastery on all objectives for which they had 
failed. 
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In the 3ilingual ccnponent, statristically significant increases in 
reading and mathematics were obtained. 

A discrepancy analysis indicated that there could have been serious 
problems as30clAt?d with staffing and lack of sufficient materials and 
equipment as well as late arrival of diagnostic materials. The effective- 
ness of staff was responsible for program successes despite adverse conditions. 
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LIST OF 03JZGTr/HS 



Strxictural Analyses 
Word Endings 

Prefixes, Suffi::es, Affiicas 

Syllabication 
Vo cabulary 

Synonyms 

Antonyms 

Word Meanings 
Ccmprahension 

Classifying 

Inferences, Cause or Effact 
' Facts and Details 
Following Directions 
Main Ideas 
Drawing Cone lus ions 



>-iat:iematics 

:-;umbors , Operations and Applications 

Ordering of Clumbers 

Number Sentences 

E:^ponential Notation 

Fractions 

Addition 

Subtraction 

Multiplication 

Division 
Measurement 

Temperature 

Mo::etary System 

Time and Date 
Problera Solving 

Analysis of Problems 
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